Utah State University

DigitalCommons@USU
All Graduate Theses and Dissertations

Graduate Studies

5-1977

The Study of Intended Distance Based on the Migration Intention
of Utah High School Senior Students
Pyoung Kim
Utah State University

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.usu.edu/etd
Part of the Sociology Commons

Recommended Citation
Kim, Pyoung, "The Study of Intended Distance Based on the Migration Intention of Utah High School
Senior Students" (1977). All Graduate Theses and Dissertations. 4294.
https://digitalcommons.usu.edu/etd/4294

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by
the Graduate Studies at DigitalCommons@USU. It has
been accepted for inclusion in All Graduate Theses and
Dissertations by an authorized administrator of
DigitalCommons@USU. For more information, please
contact digitalcommons@usu.edu.

THE STUDY OF INTENDED DISTANCE BASED ON THE MIGRATION
INTENTION OF UTAH HIGH SCHOOL SENIOR STUDENTS
by
Pyoung Kim

A thesis submitted in partial fulfillment
of the requirements for the degree
of

MASTER OF SCIENCE
in
Sociology

Approved:

UTAH STATE UNIVERSITY
Logan, Utah
1977

ii

AC KNOWLEDGMENTS
Sincere appreciation is expressed to Dr. Michael Toney, my chief committee member and major advisor, who gave me encouragement and help with
this thesis.
also deeply appreciate the valuable suggestions and guidance of Dr.
Barton Sensenig and Dr. William Stinner.
I wish to thank Katz Oki for his help concerning computer programming,
and for his kind friendship.
Thi s thesis was written in memory of my friends, Moon Hum Yang, Pyung
Ki Moon, and Hong Tai Park.
Finally, to my wife, Sung Sock, for her patience and support in completing this thesis, I extend a husband's love and gratitude.

Pyoung Kim

iii

TABLE OF CONTENTS
Page
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

ii

LIST OF TABLES

v

ABSTRACT

vii

Chapter
I.

II.

INTRODUCTION .
Conceptua 1 Definitions

3

Statement of the Problem

5

Justification of the Study

5

LITERATURE REVIEW
Perspectives on Migration

III.

9

9

Occupational Selectivity

15

Educational Se lectivity .

20

Economic and Other Non-economic Factors

24

Distance of Migration

32

Theoretical Framework

41

Hypotheses

43

Summary

45

METHODOLOGY

46

Sampling

46

Questionnaire

47

Statistical Method

48

Operational Definitions

49

iv

TABLE OF CONTENTS (Continued)
Page

IV.

Limitation s

53

Summary

53

AN ANALYSIS OF THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN INTENDED
DISTANCE AND VARIOUS INDEPENDENT VARIABLES
Summary

V.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

BIBLIOGRAPHY

54
85

89
93

v

LIST OF TABLES

Table
1.

Page
Reasons given by Turner's respondents for moving
away from the old location

30

2.

Intended distance and family cohesion

51

3.

Intended distance by rural, urban, and metropolitan students

55

4.

Intended distance by father's educational status for
rural, urban, and metropolitan students

57

Intended distance by father's occupation for the rural, urban,
and metropolitan students

60

Intended distance by occupational aspiration for the
rural, urban, and metropolitan students

61

Intended distance by occupational aspiration for
rural, urban, and metropolitan students

64

Intended distance by sex for the rural, urban, and
metropolitan students

65

Intended distance by race for rural, urban and
metropolitan students

66

5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10 .
11 .
12 .

Intended di stance by parents' status for the rural, urban,
and metropolitan students .

68

Intended distance by family cohesion for rural,
urban, and metropolitan students

70

Intended distance by community evaluation for
rural, urban, and metropolitan students

72

13.

Intended distance by interpersonal relations

7~

14.

Intended distance by degree of participation

77

15 .

Intended distance by the number of past moves for
rural, urban, and metropolitan students

78

Intended distance by parents' length of residence for
rural, urban and metropolitan students

79

Intended distance by community satisfaction for
rural, urban, and me tropolitan students

81

16 .
17 .

vi
LIST OF TABLES (Continued)
Table
18.
19 .

20.
21.

Page
Intended distance by religion for
rural, urban, and metropolitan students

. 82

No response and "don't know" groups versus those whoresponded for intended destination by fathers' education
and religion for rural, urban, and metropolitan students

83

Intended distance by reason to move for the
rural, urban, and metropolitan students

86

Independent variables significantly related with
intended distance and degree of association measured
as Gamma for rural, urban, and metropolitan students

. 87

vii

ABSTRACT
The Study of Intended Distance Based on the
Migration Intention of Utah Hi gh
School Sen ior Students
by
Pyou ng Ki m, Master of Science
Utah State Uni vers i ty, 1977
Major Professor: Dr. Michael B. Toney
Department: Soc iology
Thi s study examines the relat ionship between the di stance 1975 high
schoo l sen i ors intend to move, referred to as intended distance, and soc ioeconomic and psycho logi ca l factors .

The re search i s based on information

col l ected from sepa rate sampl es of abo ut 900 graduating se niors fro m the
rural, urban and metropo litan areas of Utah.

Utili zing the type of bound-

ary that wo uld be crossed in carry ing out an intended move as the proxy
for distance, i t was found that 14 percent of the yo uth intended to live
most of the rest of their li ves out of Utah.

Whi l e rural yo uth were more

likel y to intend to move in the overa ll tabulations, they were least li kely to intend to l eave t he state.

Metropolitan yo uth were sl i ghtl y more

l ike l y to be pla nnin g to l eave Utah than were urban youth.
Out of 15 var ia bl es hypothesized to be assoc iated with the students'
intended di stance, it was found that commun ity eva luati on, interpersonal
relations, commun ity sat i sfact i on, and religion, are s i gn ifi ca ntl y related for rural, urban and metropolitan st udent s.

Thi s seems to indicate

that socia l and psychological aspects of potentia l mi gra nts ' commun ity

viii
life are more important than other background variables when the level
of urbanization at the place of origin i s co nsi dered .
This lead s us to the conclusion that actua l distance in the stream
of migration may have different significance according to various socio economic and psyc hologi ca l factors surrounding these mi grants .
(98 pages)

CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
This study attempts to explain the relationship between intended distance as dependent variable and various socio-economic, demographic, and
psychological factors as independent variables in the process of migration.
The research focuses on migration intentions of 1975 high school graduates
throughout Utah.
Migrants' intentions or plans, although not migration per se, represent the initial important phase of the migration decision-making process.
This is the phase in the process when the many factors are employed in
evaluating alternative destination s. l
This research analyzes the relationship between these factors at this
phase in the decision-making process.
The impact of migration is very pervasive for the individual as well
as for soc iety as a whole.

The significance of migration is described by

Thomlin son as follows:
For the individual, migration may be a step toward a higher
rank and better economic or socia l living conditions. For the
society, it can be a means of correcting an imbalance between
the supply of workers and jobs and between consumers and production.
Migration disturbs the age-sex composition, thu s altering
marriage prospects and perhaps the birth and death rates. Often,
too, it destroys existing social bonds and institutional ties,
replacing old allegiances with membership in new churches, schools,
factories, and cliques.2
lAlden Speare, Jr. "A Cost-Benefit Model of Rural to Urban Migration in Taiwan," Population Studies, Vol . 25, 1971, pp. 117-130.
2Ralph Thomlinson, Population Dynamics-Causes and Consequences of World
Demographic Change (New York : Random House, 1976~ p. 210.
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The consequences of migration are critically important for many aspects of soc iety. Their impact influences the essential core of labor force,
economic development, urban development, and redistribution of the population.

They even affect education and soc ial structure.
The volume of migration in the United States ha s been so great that

Thomlinson refers to this country as "a nation of nomads."l

According to

the 1970 Census of Population, 47.0 percent of the total population changed
hou ses between 1965 and 1970.

During this five-year period, 23.3 percent

moved to a different house in the same county, and 17.0 percent to a different county in the same sta te . About 7 percent moved to another state.2
At the time of the 1970 census, approximately one-fourth of the total population was found to be born in a different state from that in which they
resided .

Certai nl y, the volume and impacts of migration make it an impor-

tant process for study.
In Utah, popul atio n change due to migration was -6 . 5 percent in the
period 19 30- 1940, 1.2 percent in 1940-1950 , and 9.4 percent in 1950-1960 .3
There ha s been rapid change in the urban and rural populations in
Utah during the la st three decades.
percent.

In 1950 the urban population was 65.3

In 1960 it was 74.9 percent, and in 1970 it was 80. 4 percent.4

Population change among Utah's counties between 1960 and 1970 ranged
from an increase of 52.9 percent for Davis County to -42.8 percent for
libid. , p. 214 .
2united States Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population, Vol .
l, Chapter C, Figure 49. Residence in 1965 for persons 5-years old and
over by Race and Spanish Heritage : 1970. (Washington, D.C.: Government
Printing Office, 1972).
3Ibid.
4Ibid., Table 18 : Ur ban and Rural Popul ation (on the basi s of current urban definition) .

3

Daggett County.

Overall, most of the counties in Utah lost population

during this period with population decrease confined to the fourteen rural
counties.
Previous research has shown distance to have a key role in the migration decision of individuals.l

Great distance between places generally

operates as an obstacle to the flow of people between them.

This may be

due to the economic cost associated with moving, the lack of information
concerning distant places, the breaking of social ties entailed in longdistance moves, or a combination of such factors .
Distance may have a different level of influence on groups with varying levels of resources or ability to overcome obstacles.

This study will

examine distance to places where various classes of people intend to move,
thereby providing information about the influence of distance on migration
intentions.
Conceptual Definitions
The dependent and independent variables in this study are defined as
follows:
Dependent variable
1.

Intended distance.

This is defined by the type of boundary be-

tween the respondents' present residence and the place to which therespondents indicated they intended to move in the future.

In this study,

ls. A. Stouffer, "Intervening Opportunities: a theory relating
mobility and distance," American Sociological Review, Vol. 5, 1940, pp .
845-867.
Zipf, G. K. "The Pl P2 Hypothesis : On Intercity Movement of Persons , "
American Sociological R~, Vol . 11, 1946, pp. 677-686.

4

intended distance categories are:
states, and non-contiguous states.

within county, within state, contiguous
This is a common proxy used in the

measurement of distance.
Independent variables
l.

Occupational aspiration.

Occupational aspiration i s defined as

one's own desire for a specific kind of occupation in the future.
2.

Occupational orientation.

This concept is defined as one's own

personality patterns related with socio-cultural norms toward one's own
occupation in the future.

In this study, thi s concept means achievement

or security orientation related with occupation.
3.

Family status.

This concept is defined as one's parents' marital

status with respect to intact or broken family.
4.

Family cohesion.

The above concept of family status, being an

objective aspect of one's family, family cohesion is defined as one's
subject ive emotiona l feeling including a sense of obligation and beliefs
concerning one's own attachment toward one's family of orientation.
5.

Community evaluation.

As subjective feelings about one's own

present commun ity, this concept is defined as the level or degree of
satisfaction as evaluated by one's own likes and dislikes regarding the
general aspect of one's community.
6.

Interpersonal relations.

This concept is defined as one's own

evaluation concerning people in the present community on the basis of one's
re lation ship with other people.
7.

Degree of participation.

Thi s concept is defined as one's level

of involvement toward school, church, and other community activity as a
type of soc ial attachment toward the present community.

5

Statement of the Probl em
The following questions correspond to the objectives of this study as
well as the main problems which will be attacked in this thesis.
1.

To what extent are intended residences distributed among various

distance categories?
2.

What i s the relationship between intended distance and various

socio-economic factors?
In examining the relationship between intended distance as an intervening obstacle and other variables, this thesis attempts to examine the
relationships with reference to three categories of residence, i.e ., rural,
urban, and metropolitan areas.
levels of urbanization.

These three categor ies signify ordinal

It is to differentiate between rural, urban, and

metropolitan areas as distinctive social categories which are assumed to
influence the specific ways of life of the inhabitants.
Justification of the Study
In his fir st law of migration, Ravensteinl mentioned that the great
body of migrants proceed a short distance .
between migration flow and distance.

He studied the relationship

Negatively, its importance was ex-

pressed by Donald Bogue as follows:
Because only fragmentary data have been available until recently, it has been almost impossible to form even a vague notion
of the extent to which distance acts as a barrier to internal migration in the United States.2
lRavenstein, "The Laws of Migration," Journal of the Royal Statistical
Society, LII (June 1889), pp. 241-301.
2Donald Bogue, "Migration and Dista nce ,"
14, 1949, p. 235.

American Soc iological Review,
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In Everett Lee's theory of migrationl presented as an attempt for
the development of a general schema, di stance is mentioned as the most studied of the intervening obstacle which migrants intend to overcome between
every two points of origin and de sti nation.2 According to Kammeyer and
McClendon,3 Everett Lee's theory of migration is one of the typical thearetical frameworks that appeared in the late 1960's.
migration seems to be simple and vague.
permanent change of residence.•4

Lee's definition of

Migration is "a permanent or semi -

Lee excluded the continual movement of

nomads and migratory workers on the basis of his definition.
But this point may be congruous with his view that conclusions are
to be deduced from what would seem to be self-evident proposition s.

He

proposed four different groups of factors which are self-evident and omnipresent for any kind of voluntary spatial mobility, except temporary
moves of nomads or migra tory workers.

They are :

1.

Factors associated with the area of origin .

2.

Factors associated with the area of destination.

3.

Intervening obstacles.

4.

Personal factors .

He also differentiated between +, 0, and - factors on the basis of
whether certain factors attract, or repel migrants, or were indifferent
for potential migrants.

Actual or potential migrants are viewed to re-

spond differently to the same +, 0, and - factors.
lEverett S. Lee, "A Theory of Migration," in Kenneth C. W. Kammeyer
(Ed.), Population Studies: Selected Essays andffesearch (Chicago 1975),
pp. 188-201.
2Ibid., p. 193.
3Kenneth C. W. Kammeyer and McKee McClendon, "Some Tests of, and Comments on, Lee's Theory of Migration"~ Kammeyer (Ed.), op. cit., pp . 214220.
4Everett Lee , op. cit., p. 191.
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Apart from his theoretical starting points, Lee explained volume of
migration with aggregate socio-cu ltural instances .

According to him, vol-

ume of migration varies with such factors as the degree of diversity of
areas, the diversity of people, the difficulties of surmounting intervening
obstacles, fluctuation in the economy, and so on.l
In connecting the volume of migration with the difficulty of surmou nting the intervening obstacles, among which distance is mentioned as the most
important, Lee's explanation is without reference to each migrant's personalpsycho l ogica l situation .
To tunnel under the Berlin wall is a hazardous task not to
be undertaken lightly; nor was sea passage to the Americas in the
seventeenth and eighteenth centur ies . There are many other instances in history where the removal of obstacles has set in motion
large flows of migrants, and others in which the imposition of new
obstacles or the heightening of old ones has brought about the sharp
diminution of a long continued flow .2
Kammeyer and McClendon al so pointed out that Lee's conceptual model of
migration, focusing on the perception and the decision making of t he individual, formulates a hypothesis which is of no relevance to the indivudal ' s
perception of the situation . 3
It can be pointed out that Lee's conceptual framework was not fully
connected with congruous hypotheses in his own mode l .

What is attempted

in this study is to grasp the meaning of distance on the basis of Lee 's
personal-psychological conceptual framework .
lEverett Lee, op. cit., pp. 194-198.
2Everett Lee, op. cit., p. 196.
3Kenneth C. W. Kammeyer and McKee McClendon, op. cit., p. 218.
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Young adults are especially important as the most potential migrants.
In her study, Dorothy Thomas concluded that the only generalization that
could be made in regard to migration differentials in internal migration
was that migrants tended to be young persons in their late teens.l

Everett

Lee also emphasized the importance of the life cycle in his theory of migration as follows:
Another important difference between the factors associated
with area of origin and area of destination is related to stages
of the life cycle. For many migrants the area of origin is that
in which the formative years have been spent and for which the
general good health . ... 2
In this regard, high school graduation must be one of the most important
stages of the life cycle.

Moves to other areas must have significant mean-

ing for their families and communities as well as themselves.
loorothy S. Thomas, Research Memorandum
(New York: Social Scienc~e~R~e~s~e~a~r~c~h~C~o~u~n~cTil~.~~~~~~~~~~~~
2Everett Lee, op. cit., p. 192.
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CHAPTER I I
LITERATURE REVIEW
This literature review does not discuss al l the major studies in mi gration.

It covers th ose studies primarily focusing on the decision-

mak in g process with reference to actual or potential migra nts' soc ioeconomic and psychologica l factors as they re late to distance and migration.
Some emp i r i ca l studi es on the aggregate l eve l are reviewed because their
emphasis on migra nt s ' socio -econom i c or psychological factors are relevant
for the main focus of this study .
Perspectives on Migration
It is a well-known fact that there has been too little theoretical
work in the study of migration. 1 He have had an abundant number of empirical studies, but little theory to guide such studies .
In the l ast decade a number of theories in migration have been deve l oped and proposed that can guide empirica l stud i es.

These t heoret i ca l

orientations show that the stage of the study of migration is getting out
of mere emphas i s of descriptive data and empirical research . 2
Everett Lee's theoretical model mainly emphas i zing the personalpsycho l ogica l bas i s of mi grants is one of those representative frameworks
wh i ch emerged in the l ate 1960 ' s.

Such personal-psychological import in

lsidney Goldstein, "Facets of Red i stribution : Research Challenges
an d Opportunities," Demography, Vol. 13, No. 4, Nov. 1976 , pp. 423-434 .
2Kammeyer and McClendon, op. cit ., p. 214.

10
Lee's model impinges upon the concept of "push-pull" regarding migratory
behavior as reaction to repulsive and attractive factors surrounding actual
or potential migrants .
Examining variations in the rates of in-migration, out-migration , netmigration, and total migratory activity between metropolises in the northeastern and northcentral regions of the United States between 1935 and 1940,
Andersonl concluded that net migration can be explained purely in terms of
the push-pull theory of migration .
Landis2 discussed push-pull conceptualization differentiating between
voluntary and compulsive moves on the basis of whether the act of migration
is to direct toward a higher vertical plane or to seek relief.

He concluded

that rural girls moving to cities achieve superior occupational and economi cal status than rural people remaining behind .
Peterson3 differentiated between conservative and innovating types
of migration in his general typology, depending on how they are defined by
the activating agent .

Innovating migration in Peterson ' s typology may be

more concerned with pull factors, while conservative migration may be more
concerned with push factors rather than pull factors .
Mayo4 tried to understand changes as the new direction in the American
way as an ideal in terms of a series of social movement .

Mass movement

lT . R. Anderson, "lntermetropolitan Migration : A Correlation Analysis," American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 61, (March 1956): pp . 459-462.
2p. H. Landis, "Educational Selectivity of Rural-Urban Migration and
its Bearing on Hage and Occupational Adjustment," Rural Sociology, Vol. 11,
1946, pp. 218-232.
3w . Peterson, "A General Typology of Mi gra ti on," American Soci ol ogical Review, Vol. 23, 1958, pp. 256-266 .
4s. C. Mayo, "Social Change, Social Movements and the Disappearing
Sectional South," Social Forces, Vol. 43, 1964, pp. 1-10.

ll

of populations is the first among four distinctive movements in American
society.

Mass migration as collective behavior generated from social

momentum in Peterson's typologyl can also be regarded to have the same
frame of reference as mass movement of population as social movement .
act of migration may be social movement on the aggregate level.

The

It is also

related to personal-psychological push-pull factors on the individual level .
But the real basis of migration as social movement, or behavioral results from push-pull factors, can be provided with specific socio-cultural
patterns of value orientation, which are unique in a given society.
If migratory behavior on the individual level can be regarded as reaction resulting from individual decision making toward various kinds of
betterment, it can be presupposed that the general pattern of decision making on the aggregate level influenced from broad-value orientation in a
given society influences people to move .
For example, in a society where achievement is easy and more highly
valued than ascription, the pull factors will be favorable for attracting
people to determine to migrate on the individual as well as aggregate
level .
Parsons pointed out that the dominant pattern of value orientation of
the American culture is the occupational system . 2 Adaptive aspects of this
system are necessary, which may be interpreted as modes of adaptations to
the exigencies of institutionalizing the value patterns .
The explanation given by Parsons seems to provide Lee's theory of
migration with a more general theoretical basis.

Parson's explanation

lw. Peterson, op. cit.
2T. Parsons, The Social System,
p. 168.

Free Press, Glencoe, Illinois, 1964,
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circumscribes the direction of value orientation of each migrant accepting
migration as a reaction toward better achievement recognized in society.
Actually, various empirical studies examined. tbe act of migration as
a behavioral response primarily related with achievement motivation toward
better education, occupation, and other factors . Migratory behavior was
viewed as a behavioral result mainly determined by the decision-making process which is strongly influenced by general socio-cultural values and
achievement orientations in the modern American society.
Crockettl examined effects of educational level, social class background, and strength of achievement motive on mobility.

He concluded that

strength of achievement motive exerts noticeable influence on upward mobility, especially among those who lack any college training.
Expected relationships between strength of achievement motive and
mobility are found to be absent among persons from upper middle-class
background, while they are found to be present among persons from the other
social class groups.
From the interviews in 1956 with families of 386 Negro migrants from
vJestern Chickasaw County, Mississippi, Rubin2 found that the dominant
motive among them was work opportunities and the fact that established
relatives provide communication sources and other aids.
Masouka3 concluded that economic and occupational motivations played
the most important part in the migration of southern-born notables from
the region of their birth.
lH. J. Crockett, Jr., "Social Class, Education, and Motive to
Achieve in Differential Occupational Mobility," Sociological Quarterly,
Vol. 5, 1964, pp. 231-242.
2M. Rubin, "Migration Patterns of Negroes from a Rural Northeastern
Mississippi Community," Social Forces, Vol. 39, 1960, pp. 59-66.
3E. C. Masouka, "Motivation for Migration of Southern-born Notables,"
Social Forces, Vol. 29, 1951, pp. 290-294.

13
In his study concerning the Standard Metropolitan Areas of the United
States during the 1940-50 decade, Balakrishnanl concluded that migration
rates were related to both the economic and non-economic measures.

He con-

firmed that internal migration follows a pattern of differential opportunity
among communities, and that selectivity in migration can be explained by
differences in the meaning of opportunity for various types of migrants.
He also concluded that non-economic factors played an important part in
the distribution of population.
Sol omon2 concluded that evaluation of specific aspects of rural versus
urban conditions of living was different among the married sons and daughters
of native born who were open-country residents of Broome County, New York.
Various studies have also examined the interrelationships between
motivation toward some other factors and migration .

Middleton and Grigg 3

studied the level of educational and occupational aspirations between rural
youths and young people in the city.

He concluded that rural youths have

lower aspirations than youn g people in urban area s for the white population
onl y , and more particularly for the white male segment.

He failed to obtain

any significant rural-urban differences in the aspirations of Negroes, which
is surprising.
lr. R. Balakrishnan , "Migration and Opportunity: A Study of Standard
Metropolitan Areas in the United States,'' Dissertation Abstracts, Vol . 25,
1387 .
2D. D. Solomon, "Value Factors in Migration : Rural Residence Values
Associated with Migration," Dissertation Abstracts, Vol. 17, 2702.
3R. Middleton and C. M. Grigg, "Rural-Urban Differences in Aspirations,"
Rural Sociology, Vol . 24, 1959, pp . 347-354.
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Formanl studied the relationship between attitudes toward migration
and socia l cl ass values.

He conc luded that the necessity to move to ob-

tain a desired job is negatively associated with class, but not with status,
and lack of attachment to area is positively associated with status but
not class.

A favorable attitude toward mobility was found to be closely

related with middle-class values.
In hi s study concerning young couple s staying on farms in Adair County,
Kentucky, Hansen2 showed that the socia l and economic factors of education,
standard of living , income, and ability to project future needs, go hand
in hand in influencing young farm couples to stay on the farm.
Winston3 studied the importance of educational status in the complex
and highly mobile society.

It was shown that a person with low educa-

tional status is strongly bound to his immediate groups and situations and
is handicapped in his potential responses of attracting situations in
other areas.

On the other hand, the literate person was found to have a

larger potential range of stimulation and to be better equipped to handle
new situations arising in other areas.
Most of the following emp i rica l studies examine the importance of
education, occupation, other factors, or the interrelationships among them
in a specific stream of migration.

The basic ass umption of this review of

literature is that those empirical studies mostly done on the aggregate
level are also relevant in explaining the individual level of motivation
in American society, explained as the same socio-cultural boundary.
lR. E. Forman, "The Ideology of Mobility; Some Attitudinal Aspects
of Migration," Dis sertation Abstracts, Vol . 20, 1959, pp. 4204-4205.
2v. K. Hansen, "Factors that Influence Young Couples to Stay on the
Farm in Adair County, Kentucky," Dissertation Abstracts , Vol . 24, 1963,
p. 421.
3s. R. Winston, "The Relation of Educational Status to Interstate
Mobility," Social Forces, Vol. 8, 1930 , pp. 380-385.
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Occupational Se lectivity
The significa nce of occupation can be found in the studies examin ing
it in soc io-cultural context, or other studies relating occupation with
prestige or family of orientation.

The main portions of the empirical

studies here are those examining the relat i onship between occupation and
other factors, which are manifested with distinctive soci o-economic status
of migrants in the stream of migration.
In their study with the responses of a representative samp l e of 107
college freshmen, Garbin and Batesl investigated the relationship which
exists between the prestige evaluation of the occupations in terms of 20
specified occupational traits.
tional prestige were:

Th e most significant correlates of occupa-

''Interest ing and challenging work, intelli gence

required," and "scarcity of personnel who can do the job."
The highest relationship between groups of occupational traits and
prestige were:
the work."

"Intelligence and training requirements" and "rewards of

They 2 also obtained similar findings from their study of 490

individuals representing six diverse gro up s concerning their evaluation of
30 occupations as to prestige and 20 different occupational traits.
Hodge et al .3 found a correlation of . 99 between prestige score derived from the 1947 study of occupational prestige and a 1963 replication
of it.

Scientific occupations were increasing in prestige.

Culturally

lA . P. Garbin and F. L. Bates, "Occupational Prestige: An Empirical
Study of its Correlates," Social Forces, Vol. 40, 1961, pp. 131-136.
2A. P. Garbin and F. L. Bates, "Occupational Pre stige and its Correlates: A Re-examination," Social Forces, Vol. 44 , 1966, pp. 295-302.
3R. W. Hodge, P.M . Siege l, and P. H. Rossi, "Occupational Prestige
in the United States: 1925-1963," American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 70,
1964, pp. 286-302.
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oriented occupations were falling, and artisans were enjoying a mild upward
trend .

But it was found that the structure of occupational prestige is re-

markably stable through time as well as space.
An individual's choice of occupation, especially the male, was found
to be influenced by the father' s occupation.

Pihlblad and Gregoryl st udied

the question as to what extent occupational choice is influenced by parental occupation, and at what occupational levels a shift in the occupation of sons most often occurs.
Information concerning the occupations of the fathers of a sample of
Missouri youths who completed their high schoo l

education and the youths'

own occupation ten to twelve years later, showed that the most significant
sh ift was away from farming and agricultural pursuits toward the professions, cl erica l work, and business pursuits.

The tendency to gravitate

toward the same occupational level as that of their fathers was most
marked among the children of professional and white-collar workers, and
less so among chi ldren of manual workers.

Nearly all persons occupied

in farming were found to be sons of farmer s.

They2 al so conc luded that

it seemed reasonable to conc lude that a father's occupation exerc i ses
about twice the influence of test intelligence on occupational choice.
Scudder and Anderso n3 studied father-son vocationa l status in the
process of migration.

In their study, they concluded that vocational

status of sons was affected by general social status of parents as well
l c. T. Pihlblad and C. L. Gregory, "Occupational Mobility in Small
Communities in Missouri," Rura l Sociology, Vol. 22, 1957, pp. 40-49.
2c. T. Pihlblad and C. L. Gregory, "The Role of Test Intelligence
and Occupational Background as Factors in Occupational Mobility," Sociometry, Vol. 19, 1956, pp. 192-199.
-3R. Scudder and A. C. Anderson, "Migration and Vertical Occupational
Mobility," American Sociological Review, Vol. 19, 1954, pp . 392-334.
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as their vocational rankin gs, especia ll y within the group of white-co ll ar
fathers, and that sons migrating out of sma ll or moderate-size communit i es
were more likely to rise above their parents' occupational status than
sons remaining in their home town.
In his study, Turnerl examined the minority status of the Negro with
reference to education and job position.

He conc luded that the minority

status of the Negro l eads to a lessened correlat ion between education and
job position .

It was indicated that for men, but not women, in the rural

South, this re l ationship was fu l ly accounted for by characteristics of
the range of occupations avai lable to the Negro .
Duncan and Hodge2 found another aspect of the same kind of inequality.
Using data from the Chicago portion of the 1951 Six-City Survey of Labor
Mobility, they found a corre lation of about .3 between respo ndents' occupati onal status and those of their fathers.

Sons of farmers and non-

whites were handicapped by compar i son with respondents of non-farm origin
and white s.
The comprehen si ve meaning of occupation, or its relationsh ips with
other factors in a specific stream of migration was examined in the following stud ie s.

In hi s di sse rtation, Rahma n3 conc l uded the following find-

ings :
1.

A high rural birthp l ace and chi l dhood environment are related with

longer soc io-economic achievement level s .
1R. H. Turner, "Negro Job Status and Educa tion," Socia 1 Forces, Vo 1.
32 , 1953, pp . 45-52 .
2o. D. Duncan and R. W. Hodge, "Education and Occupational Mobility:
A Regression Analys i s," American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 68, 1963, pp.
629 -644.
3M. M. Rahman, "Patter ns of Occupation a1 Mobility Among the Rura 1 Ma 1e
Popu l ation of Michigan," Disse rtation Abstracts, Vol . 34, 1973, 1378-A.
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2.

Father's occupational status has a statistically significant

bearing on son's current occupational status and intergenerational occupational gains.
3.

Father's education is related to the son's current occupational

status.
4.

The higher the frequency of migration, the higher is the current

occupational status of the respondents.
Geurinl in his study with 126 individuals, found that variables showing a sign ifi cant relationship to the change in the Occupational Aspiration
Score between 1965 and 1971 were Occupational Aspiration as measured in
1965; willing to move out of the state to get the job and sa lary he wants;
has plans for technical training; and has plans for co ll ege in the next
five years.
From the interview conducted with 25 Austrian scientists who live and
work in the United States and who consider themse lve s as either emigrants
or near emigrants, Schmiedeck2 found that two motivations underlying their
decision to migrate to the United States were professional identification
and an attachment to their children.
In his study of southern-born notables, Masouka3 found that there
were no unique factors motivating them to emigrate from the reg ion of their
birth .

Economic and occupational motivations were found to pl ay the most

important part in the migration of these individuals.
lv. S. Geurin, "Educational and Occupational Achievements of Rural
Youth in Relation to Educational and Occupational Aspirations - Follow-up
Study," Dissertation Abstracts, Vol. 34, 1973, 2294.
2R. A. Schmiedeck, "Austrian Scientists in the United States: A
Study of the Migration Motivation and the Development of Emigration,"
Psychologi ca l Abstracts, Vol. 54, 1974, p. 973.
3E. C. Masouka, op. cit .
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Using a sample list of 912 male graduates for the years 1948, 1950,
1952, 1954 and 1956 from five Minnesota rural high schools, Collerl concluded that all the findings were related to three aspects of geographic
mobility-range, destination, and frequency of migration.

Variables most

significantly associated with range were found to be occupational aspiration, military experience, and career advancement.
From the analysis of census data on migration patterns between 1955
and 1960 for 12 large metropolitan areas, Taeuber and Taeuber2 concluded
that nearly all streams of migrants were of a higheraveragesocio-economic
s tatus than non-migrants.

And the circulation of persons of higher levels

of educational attainment and occupational status was found to have the
net effect of diminishing the socio-economic level of central city populations and augmenting the socio-economic level of suburban populations.
In Tarver' s study 3 in which he examined the intercounty migration
rates, it was found that professional workers had significantly higher
rates than ten major occupational groups.

The rates among the detailed

occupat ional groups varied significantl y.

Male workers moved more fre-

quently than female workers.
Lively4 examined the relationship between occupation and range of
mobility.

He found that the professional and semi-skilled groups showed

signifi cantly greater mobility than the other soc io-economic groups.
1R. H. Coller, "Geographic Mobility of Selected Rural Minnesota Male
High School Graduates," Dissertation Abstracts, Vol . 20, 1959, p. 1474 .
2c. Taeuber and I. B. Taeuber, The Changing Population of the United
States, John Wiley And Sons, Inc ., New York, 1958 .
3J . D. Tarver, "Occupational Migration Differentials," Social Forces,
Vol. 43, 1964, pp. 231-241.
4c . E. Lively, "Population ~1obility," Rural Sociology, Vol. i, 1936,
pp. 40-53.
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From the reports on the residence and occupation in 1950-1952 of
1,553 males and 1,862 females in 116 smal l Missouri communities, Pihlblad
and Gregoryl found that emi gration from the sma ll towns of Missouri was
se l ective of the professions :

students, most of whom were probably embark-

ing on professional careers, and skilled workers.
These empirical studies indicate that occupational selectivity pl ays
an important part in the stream of migration.

They also indicate that

choosing an individual's occupation is influenced by the father's occupational status, or social status of the family of orientation, and that each
occupational group has different import in the stream of migration.
Educational Selectivity
The importance of education in an individual's social position in contemporary society was examined in various studies.
With data from England, Sweden, and the United States, Anderson2
tested the assumption that in contemporary society vertical mobility depends on formal education.

He found that the upward mobility group is

comprised main ly of persons with typical schoo l ing.
In Prehn's3 study, it was concluded that upward mobility through
higher education was relative to status of origin, and that postgraduate
and professional courses were necessary for high-status-of-origin graduates
to achieve either status stability or upward mobility.
l c. T. Pihlblad and C. L. Gregory, op. cit.
2c. A. Anderson, "A Skeptical Note on the Relation of Vert i cal
r~obility to Education," American Journal of Soc i ology, Vol. 66, 1961, pp.
560-570.
3J. ~J. Prehn, "Social Mobility Through Higher Education and its Re lationship to Internal Migration, " Dissertation Abstracts, Vol . 25, 1964,
p. 2655 .
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Shannon and Krassl confirmed the general proposition that a high level
of education opens the door to opportunity in the work with limited verification from their data.
Evidence was present by Eckland2 to suggest that social class and college graduation are significantly related, especially among the college
entrants who were only average students in high school.
Glick and Miller3 concluded that the completion of additional increments of education, especially college, is associated on the average with
increased earning power, but that this relationship is much less pronounced for non-white than white men.
In the process of migration, the significance of education was studied
as an isolated factor or a portion of migrants' general socio-economic
status.
Landis4 found that rural youth migrating to urban areas were better
educated than rural youth remaining behind but less well educated than
urban youth with whom they took up residence .
lL. W. Shannon and E. Krass, "The Urban Adjustment of Immigrants:
Relationship of Education to Occupational and Total Family Income ,"
Pacific Sociological Review, Vol . 6, 1963, pp. 37-42 .

The

2B. K. Eckland, "Social Class and College Graduation : Some Misconceptions Corrected," American Journal of Sociology , Vol . 70, 1964 , pp.
36-50 .
3p . C. Glick and H. C. Miller, "Educational Level and Potential Income , " American Socioloaical Review , Vol . 21, 1956, pp. 307-312 .
4p _ H. Landis, "Educational Selectivity of Rural-Urban Migration and
its Bearing on Wage and Occupational Adjustments , " Rurual Sociology, Vol.
11, 1946 , pp. 218-212.
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Crockettl examined the effects on mobility of educational level,
social class background, and strength of achievement motive.

The attain-

ment of some college education was shown to enhance greatly the likelihood
of upward mobility and reduce the likelihood of downward mobility.

Strength

of achievement was shown to exert noticeable influence on upward mobility,
especially among young persons who lacked any college training.

His

analysis showed both the absence of expected relationships between strength
of achievement motive and mobility among persons from upper middle class
background, and the presence of such relationships among persons from the
other social class groups.
Winston2 concluded that persons of low educational status, in the
complex and mobile society of today, are bound to their immediate groups
and situations, and are handicapped in their potential responses to attracting situations in other states.

The literate person, on the average,

was found to have a larger potential range of stimulation and was better
equipped to adjust to new situations arising in other areas.
From the analysis of the 1960 United States Census data on lifetime
and recent migration, Suval and Hamilton3 found that the correlation between migration and education varied by age, sex, and color.

Gross migra-

tion, both to and from the South, was positively correlated with education
and there was little difference between the educational level of in- and
out-migrants.

Gross migration rates among the white population, both to

and from the South, were greater than those among the non-white population
lH. J. Crockett, Jr., "Social Class, Education and Motive to Achieve
in Differential Occupational Mobility," Sociological Quarterly, Vol. 5,
1964, pp. 231-242.
2s. R. Winston, "The Relation of Educational Status to Interstate
Mobility," ~ocial _f9rce~, Vol. 8, 1930, pp. 380-385.
3E . M. Suval and C. H. Hamilton, "Some New Evidence on Educational
Selectivity in Migration to and from the South," Social Forces, Vol. 43,
1965, pp. 536-547.
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at all educational levels.

He concluded that areas with large expanding

metropolitan populations were attracting well-educated migrants, and rural
areas of the South were continuing to lose more educated populations than
they gained.
Brown l presented the evidence of se l ective migration, as revealed by
the comparison of emigrants and immigrants on the basis of educat ion and
occupation.

In his intracohort ana lysis of the occupationa l distributions

of white and Negro ma l es from 1930 to 1940 and 1940 to 1950, Hare2 found a
trend of convergence between the occupational distributions . The factor of
education was found to be of specia l importa nce to the Negro's mobility
during periods of substantial occupational change.
From the analysis of interstate migration for co ll ege enrollment on
the basis of public and private reports dating from lB87 to 1958, Groat3
found that the patterns of student migration varied great ly by type or
institution (public or private) as well as by level of training involved
(graduate or undergraduate).

Economic variables correlated highly with

total population mi gration but we re not found to be similar ly correlated
with student migration.
~lith

nat i onal data for the periods 1935 to 1940, 1940 to 1947, and

1949 to 1950, Shyrock and Nam4 found an essentia ll y direct association
lM. C. Brown, "Selected Characteristics of Southern Rural Negroes
Exchanged to a Southern Urban Center," Rural Socio logy, Vol . 27, 1962, pp.
64-70.
2N. Hare, "Recent Trends in the Occupat i onal Mobi l ity of Negroes,
1930-1960: An Intracohort Analysis," Socia l Forces , Vol . 44, 1965, pp.
166-173.
3H . T. Groat, "Internal Migration Patterns of a Population Subgroup:
College Students, 1887 -1958," American Journal of Sociology, Vol . 69,
1964, pp. 383- 394.
4H. S. Shyrock, Jr. and C. B. Nam, "Educational Selectiv i ty of Interregiona l Migration," Social Forces, Vol . 43, 1965, pp. 299-309.
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between the migration rate and the number of years of school comp leted by
adults.

Out-migration from the South was se lective of the college edu-

cated, and in-migrants to the South were very high in educational attainment.
Hobbsl examined selective factors in internal migration as a function
of the socio-economic gradient in his study.

He concluded that the forces

which governed migration were most selective of young, single males with
a greater amount of education.
Economic and Other Non-Economic Factors
It is generally accepted that economic status is deeply associated
with educational and occupational status in contemporary soc i ety.

Some

of the following studies mainly emphasizing the importance of economic
factors can be recast on the basis of occupation, education, or general
socio-economic factors related with migrants.

As a matter of fact, most

studies examined economic factors, together with other non-economic factors.
Anderson2 examined variations in the rates of in-migration, outmigration, net-migration, and total migratory activity between metropolises
in the northeastern and north-central regions of the United States between
1935 and 1940 .

It was indi cated that those migrat ion rates can be sub-

stantially explained by four measures:

percentage of unemployed in the

labor force, mean rent, population size, and location of the metropolis.
lA . H. Hobbs, "SpecificityandSelectiveMigration," American Sociological Review, Vol. 7, 1942, pp. 772-781.
2T. R. Anderson, op. cit.
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In his study, Pricel concluded that a high proportion of out-migrants
were found in areas with high wages in 1935, followed by decreasing wages ,
small urban proportion, decreasing retail sales from 1935 to 1939, and
small increases or actual decreases in expenditures for farm implements
and machinery.
Balakrishnan2 studied net migration in the Standard Metropolitan
Areas of the United States during the decade 1940 to 1950.

He found that

migration rates were related to both the economic and non-economic measures.
In his study, Hamilton3 concluded that there is a relationship between
variations in departure rates and the economic status of the families invalved.
Lowry4 confirmed that economic factors were stimulating factors of
many in-migrants, but not for out-migrants .
In their articles with the same title, "Is out-migration affected by
economic conditions?" Wrighten and Gatons5 emphasized the importance
lD. 0. Price, "Some Socio-Economic Factors in Internal Migration,"
Social Forces, Vol. 29, 1951, pp . 409-415.
2T . R. Balakrishnan, "Migration and Opportunity: A Study of Standard
Metropolitan Areas in the United States," Dissertation Abstracts, Vol. 25,
1964, p. 1387.
3c. H. Hamilton, "The Annual Rate of Departure of Rural Youths from
Their Parental Homes," Rural Sociology, Vol . l, 1936, pp . 164-179 .
4I. S. Lowry, Migration and Metropolitan Growth, San Francisco:
Chandler Publishing Co., 1966 .
SF. M. Wrighten and P. K. Gatons, "Is Out-migration Affected by
Economic Conditions?: Comment," Southern Economic Journal , Vol. 41, 1974,
pp. 311-313 .
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of the information factor, while t~illerl stressed emphasis on the higher
mobi 1ity of those

\~ho

have moved previously.

In Sjaastad's 2 study, the important factors were found to be distance,
male median income, and local government expenditure .
Campbe ll 3 conc luded that smal l families, and young people with fewer
responsibilities, were more likely to return to the South.

High level of

education and income were also cited as related positively to the trend to
migrate .

Socia l factors followed by economic factors were found most often

to be given as reasons for migrat i on to the South .
Brown, et a1. 4 found the importance of relatives at destination as a
motive for persons l eav ing eastern Kentucky communities .
Informational or communicationa l factors were al so studied in some
studies.

Denton5 found that a j ob informational network existed among the

workers moving frequently .

Such networks keep them informed as to the

location of jobs .
lR . A. Miller, "Achievement Values, Optimi sm, Class and Job-Seeking
Behavior," Di ssertation Abstracts, Vol . 34, 1973, p. 7331.
2L. A. Sjaastad, "The Costs and Returns of Human Migration," Journal
of Political Economy, Vol. 70, 1962, pp . 80-93.
- -3R. R. Campbell, "Return Migration of Black Peop l e to the South,"
Rural Socio l ogy, Vol. 39, 1974 , pp . 514-529.
4J. S. Brown, H. K. Schwarzweller, and J. J. ~1angalam, "Kentucky
Mountain Migration and the Stem Family : An American Variation on a theme
by Leplay," Rural Sociology, Vol. 28, 1963, pp. 48-69.
5A . M. Denton, "Some Factors in the Migration of Construction \~orkers,"
Dissertation Abstracts, Vol. 21, 1960, 2816 - 2817.
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In his study with 430 eighth- and twelfth-grade boys in a Georgia
County, Paynel found that informal interpersonal situations contributed
most to the formation of their occupational, migration, and educational
expectat ions .
Bohlen and Wakeley2 examined the relationships between intention to
migrate and subsequent actual migration.

They found that factors such as

communication with parents, socio-economic status of family, parental
educational levels, age of parents and attitude toward farm life were related to migration patterns of respondents.
The significance of ge neral socio-cultural background was studied
with reference to the stream of migration.

Martinson3 examined aspects of

personal adjustment that are related with, and perhaps causative of, migration from rural communities to urban areas.

It was indicated that social

aggressiveness was an important factor in the comp lex of influences in the
migration of girls, and that academic achievements in high school and urbanoriented interests were most important in the comp lex of factors resu l ting
in the migration of boys.
In Beshers andNishiura•s4 study, it was indicated that the differentia l characteristics of streams of migration may be regarded as consequences
of social and cultura l constraints upon the head of a househo ld .
l R. Pay ne, "Development of Occupational and Migration Expectations and
Choices Among Urban, Sma 11 Town and Rural Adolescent Boys," Rural Sociology,
Vol. 21, 1956, pp. 117-125.
2J. M. Bohlen and R. E. Wakeley, "Intention to Migrate and Actual
Migrat ion of Rural High School Graduates," Rural Socio logy, Vol. 15, 1950,
pp . 328-333.
3F. M. Martinson, "Personal Adjustment and Rural-Urban Migration,"
Rural Sociology, Vol. 20, 1955, pp. 102-110 .
4J. M. Beshers and E. N. Nishiura, "A Theory of Internal Migration Differentials," Social Forces, Vol . 39, 1961 , pp. 214-218.
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As a part of socio-cultural background, community of orientation was
indicated to have meaningfulness.

Lipset•sl study indicated that the larger

a person's community of orientation, the more likely he was upward mobility.
With the data from a national sample survey, Freedman and Freedman2
fou md that those reared on farms were concentrated in low-status positions,
as measured by education, income, occupation, or self-perception of class .
Forman3 found that expectation of mobility is strongly related with
community satisfaction.

He concluded that favorable attitudes to mobility

were closely associated with middle-class values.
Various studies examined demographic factors in the stream of migration .

Bowles4 found that the migration rates for young people were high in

all areas in the decade 1940 to 1950.

Rates for children and persons

25-44 were low in most areas during the same period .
PriceS found that non-white migrants, more than white migrants, tend
to be single persons or childless couples and to be more concentrated in
the highly employable ages.
ls. M. Lipset, "Social Mobility and Urbanization," Rural Sociology,
Vol . 20, 1955, pp. 220-229.
2R. Freedman and D. Freedman, "Farm Reared Elements in the Nonfarm
Population," Rural Sociology, Vol. 21, 1956, pp. 50-61.
3R. E. Forman, "The Ideology of Mobility: Some Attitudinal Aspects
of Migration," Dissertation Abstracts, Vol . 20, 1959, pp. 4204-4205 .
4G. K. Bowles, "~1i grati on Patterns of the Rura 1-Farm Population,
Thirteen Economic Regions of the United States: 1940-1950," Rural Sociology,
Vol. 22, 1957, pp. 1-ll .
5o . 0. Price, "Non-White Migrants to and from Selected Cities,"
American Journal of So~, Vol. 54, 1948, pp. 196-201.
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Migration of Negroes from the South was studied by Hamilton.l

Causal

factors in this migration were found to be the high rate of natural increase in the South, mechanization of southern agriculture, and other socioeconomic factors . At the same time, the highest rate of migration wa s
found among young people from 18 to 25 years of age, and their migration
was selective of the best educated .
A relatively comprehensive study related to most of this review of
l iterature was done by Turner.2

He examined attitudes, motives, and chara-

cteristics of the migrants in present-day migration to Ka lamazoo, Michigan.
First, he categorized all respondents' answers concerning the reason for
movi ng , which are shown on the next page (Table 1) .
The most domi nant reason was found to be economic or job-related
with 57.3 percent of the total cases.

It was shown that the most impor-

tant factor in economic or job-related considerations was that of moving
to take a job.

The remainder of the cases were almost equa ll y distributed

among factors related to friends and relatives, or goodness of living .
The main analysis of Turner's study showed the degree of association
between his five background variables (age, education, socio-economi c
status, veteran status, and sex and marital status) and 30 types of poss ible differences concerning motives, attitudes, and characteristics.

In

his results, it was found that non-economic factors such as health, home,
and a liking for the job were more often mentioned as the reason for movlc. H. Hamilton, "The Negro Leaves the South," Demography, Vol. 1,
1964, pp. 273-295.
2R. H. Turner, "Migration to a Medium Sized American City: Attitudes,
Motives and Personal Characteristics Revealed by Open-end Interview
~1ethodology," Journa l of Social Psychology, Vol. 30, 1949, pp. 229-247 .
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Table l.

Reasons given by Turner's respondents for moving away from
the old locationl
Reason

I.

Economic or job considerations
Job opportunities better at the new location
Work not available, or was otherwise unsatisfactory
Specifically to look for a job
vJas transferred on the job
To take a job (not referred to as a transfer)

II.

57.3
11 . 2
8.8
0.8
10.8
25.7
18.2

The influence of friends and relatives
To join in-laws or parents
To join brother or sister
To be near own or spouse's home
To get away from relatives
To get married
The persuasion or influence of relatives
To join son or daughter
The persuasion or influence of friends
Vis ited friends or relatives and stayed
People were unfriendly
Death of spouse
Divorced from spouse

III .

Percentage

2. 0
0. 4
1.2
0.8
1.2
3.7
1.2
3. 7
1.6
1. 2
0.8
0. 4

Conditions related to goodness of living but not
including friends, relatives, economic factors, or
job considerations
Poor access to places of interest and amusement
Housing was poor at old location
Found better living quarters at the new location
Did not like dirt and city atmosphere generally
Living conditions (unspecified) were poor
Illness in family forced a move
Better educational and cultural opportunities at
new locale
Kalamazoo provided better environment for children
Climate and geographic reasons
Hunting and fishing opportunities at new location

18 .2
0. 4
4. 2
0.8
2.1
0.8
2.5
l .6
2.1
2.9
0.8
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Table 1.

Continued
Reason

IV.

Percentage

Miscellaneous reasons
Personal and private reasons, not diverged
To retire
Became tired of staying in one place
l'ar loosened bonds to the old location
General dislike for old location
Genera l liking for new location

6.3
0. 4
1.6
0.4
0. 8
1.5
1.6
100.0

1

Turner, R. H. op. cit.
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ing in the upper socio-economic group.

Job-related reasons were most often

mentioned by the upper educational group, which was found to have fewer
numbers of relatives at the new location .

Attractive influence of the new

location, information concerning job-related factors, and consultation with
the spouse, were more closely related with the upper socio-economic and
upper educational group.
Distance of Migration
Distance has generally been regarded as one of the major factors in
the study of migration differentials.

In Ravenstein's famous Laws of

Migration, the major stream of migration is explained with the factor of
a short distance.l
In the concept of Lee's ''intervening obstacles," defined as a set of
obstacles between every two points of origin and destination, and which
may be slight in some instances and insurmountable in others, distance
takes the most important and omnipresent obstacle.2
Distance as a migration differential has been regarded important
enough to deeply influence the stream of migration .

But what really mat-

ters is to find out in what way distance can influence the process and
trend of migration, and more specifica lly, what kind of generalization concerning distance can be possible with reference to other variables surrounding migrants to understand the meaning of distance as an important
factor.
lRavenstein's first Law of Migration is that the great body of our
migrants only proceed a short distance and migrants enumerated in a
certain center of absorption will ... grow less (as distance from the
center increases) . Everett Lee, op . cit., p. 189.
2Ibid, p. 193 .
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Migration is famous for its unpredictability, mostly concerned with
such factors as personal histories, likes and dislikes, socio-environmental
factors, opportunities, and aspiration.

All these features of migration

may be obstacles to found any definite generalization for the meaning of
distance in migration.
Surmounting a given distance must have different meaning in different
societal circumstances having various levels of technology or transportation systems.

But consistent suggestion from the fol l owing empirical

studies is that distance as a factor is important enough through which
streams of migration can be understood.
From the analysis of intercounty census data, based on the place of
residence in 1955 and 1960, Suval and Hamiltonl found that educational
status increased with distance of migration for all sex and color groups .
With the data of 13,361 youths aged 18 to 24, Day and Landis2 found that
there is a low but significant correlation between educational status of
migrants and distance of migration.

This relationship was found to be

more pronounced among males than females.

The most significant relation-

ship was found between high educational status and long-distance migration.
In Turner's3 study it was also found that those with high educational
status made more moves averaging 400 miles or more than those with low
educational status .
lE. M. Suval and C. H. Hamilton, "Some New Evidence on Educational
Se 1ect i vity in Migration to and from the South," Socia 1 Forces, Vo 1. 43,
1965, pp. 536 - 547.
2K. H. Day and P. H. Landis, "Education and Distance of Migration
of Youth," Elementary School Journal, Vol. 46, 1945, pp. 200-208.
3R . H. Turner, Ibid.
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Brownl found that rural Negroes migrating to Louisiana between 1950
and 1960 from noncontiguous parishes have higher med ian years of education
than those migrating from contiguous parishes.
Three studies, done by Zipf, Bogue and Thompson, and Stouffer on the
aggregate level will be examined and theoretical suggestions from examining their studies will be mentioned and reviewed again on the personalpsychological level.
1.

Zipf's model.

In terms of the intercity movement of persons,

Zipf2 tried to explain the streams of migration focusing on distance and
population size .

Using highway, railway, and air data for an arbitrary

set of cities during 1933-1934 in the United States, he showed "unmistakab l e positive corre lation• 3 between the number of passengers carried and
their corresponding value of~ (Pl, P2:

the size of the total popula-

D

tion at the place of origin and destination; D:

distance between the two

places).
He tried to ana lyze the streams of migration with three variables,
the shortest transportation distance and the size of population of the
two places . His essential theoretical points are given as follows:
The intercommunity movement of goods and of persons between
any two communities . . . wi ll be directly proportionate to the
product, Pl P2, and inversely proportionate to the distance, 0.4
1M. C. Brown, "Selected Characteristics of Southern Rural Negroes
Exchanged to a Southern Urban Center," Rura 1 Soci o1ogy, Vol. 27, 1962,
pp. 64-70.
2G. K. Zipf, "The ~£2. Hypothesis: On Intercity Movement of Persons,"
American Sociologica l Rev1ew, Vol. 11, 1946, pp. 677-686.
3Ibid.
4Ibid.
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Analytica ll y, his model can be expressed wit h the following two
propositions separating both of the two basic factors .
1. Vlith the same distance, the number of movers is proportionate
to t he product, Pl P2.
2.

With the same amount of the product Pl P2, the number of movers

i s inversely proportionate to the physical di sta nce between the two
cities of origin and destination.
With these two propositions, the following three plausible cases of
migration wil l be helpful to examine hi s model more precisely.
Case 1.
City C

l

City A - - - - - - 7 City B
In this case, larger numbers of mi 9rants move to City B from City A
than from City A to City C, in spite of the fact that the distance between
City A and B is much farther than that between City A and Ci ty C.
One typical case of an examp l e can be the stream of migration toward
California, caused by the discovery of gold.
As far as we are concerned wi th Zipf's model, we can not but re l y on
the total population size of origin and destination, and distance between
them to explain this kind of concentration of migrants toward a specific
area .
Mostly, the more popu lation a city of dest inati on has, the more diversities of economic cha nce we ca n expect.
more migrants toward the destination.

These divers ities may attrac t

But some special factors at the

pla ce of destination, which can be independent of the size of population,
can also strongly attract more migrants, as was shown in the case of
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migration to California caused by the discovery of gold .

Needless to say,

such cases of migration cannot be explained with Zipf's model .
It must be mentioned that all factors associated with societal or
environmental situations, independent of population size, are not considered correctly in his model.

In other words, his model is much too

simplified to explain the kind of complex structural characteristics in
the streams of migration.

Distance as a factor is emphasized excessively

without the supplement of other important factors, except the size of
population.
Case 2.
City A

----------~City B

In this case , what is called stream and counterstream of migration
is depicted .

We know that the product Pl P2, and the distance between

the two cities is the same for both stream and counterstream .
The expected explanation from Zipf's model for this case is that the
number of migrants for both flows is equal or similar, which is unacceptable compared with the actual data of migration . \.Je recognize another
shortcoming of his model in the sense that it cannot explain this kind of
directional flow of migration.

Certain characteristics of migrants, or

the differences of socio -economic and environmental factors between the
two places, may be to the point in this case .

But it is absolutely

impossible to explain these flows of migration with his model.
Case 3.

In this case, we have a number of flows of migration between

different pairs of cities, having the same distance between the two
places.
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In the following figure, numeric numbers are given as the size of
population for all the areas, and we recognize that the product Pl P2
is the same for all flows of migration in this case .

Thus, can we expect

approx imately the same number of migrants for all these flows of migration?
Actual data of migration will not allow a positive answer to this quest ion .
5

8

City A

City B

2
City C

20
City D

4
City E

10
City F

Overall, these three examples of migration require more scientifi c
expl anations in terms of causality.

Zipf's mode l cannot present definite

answers concerning the question of why peop l e move and what other factors
are closely re l ated with different amounts of distance in the streams of
migration .

Mere existence of different distances and different sizes of

population cannot be said to cause migrants to move.
Distance and size of population can cause or stimu l ate migrants to
decide to move through certain unique factors favorable to the move.
2.

Bogue and Thompson•sl study .

In this study, we find different

approaches toward the meaning and influence of distance in the streams of
migration .

The ir study utilized the enumeration of migrants taken as a

part of the Sixteenth United States Census .

They examined three inquiries

to explain the meaning of distance as one of the principal factors influencing the number and characteristics of migrants.

The important find-

ings from their study are as follows:
lD . J. Bogue and W. S. Thompson, "~1igration and Distance," American
Sociologica l Review, Vol. 14, 1949, pp. 236-244.
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1.

The amount of distance to be traveled is one of the factor s

close ly related to the rate of leaving one point for any other point. l
Assuming that the influence of migration, or the frequency with which
the attractive "pull" of another community or the expulsive "push" of the
community of origin is successful in crea ting migration, may be measured
by the rate of out-migration, they came to the conclusion that the decline of attractive power with increa sing distance is so l arge that the
logarithm of the rate of departure, rather than the rate itself , tends to
be a linear function of the di stance traveled.2
2.

For their second inquiry, they questioned what part di stance of

migration plays in effecting a redistribution of population.

They came

to the fo llowing conclusion with regard to this inquiry:
a.

Distance restricts the movement of urban population le ss than

it does the movement of rural population . 3
With their data, they found that a higher proportion of the migrants
who leave an urban area, or its vicinity, travel to t he more di stant
zones tha n migrants who leave rural areas, and the greater the distance
to be traveled, the greater th i s parity between urban and rura l tends to
become .4
In their third inquiry, which is the most relevant to this thesis,
they exami ned whether there are sex and color rate differentials in the
1Ibid., p. 240.
2Ibid ., pp. 238-239.
3Ibid ., p. 242.
4Ibid ., p. 242 .
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distance which migrants travel. They came to the following two conclusions:
a.

Distance is less of a brake upon the movement of males than

upon the movement of females . l
In this study it was found that with increasing distance the rate
for males becomes progressively larger than that for females; although
the rates for females and males are al most identical for short-distance
migration .2
b.

Color differential tended to be greatest at the very shortest

and longest distance . 3
It

was found that the white population was far more migratory than

the non-white population in the 1935-1940 period , although the phenomenon
of decreasing rate of migration with increasing distance is exhibited by
both groups . 4
In their first and second inquiries, distance as a factor is related with aggregate stream of migration .

This factor i s related with

two important socio-economic variables, sex and color, in the third inquiry.

These findings provide basic ground that other important socio-

economic and personal-psychological variables surrounding migrants can be
related with distance in migration .
libid., p. 243.
2Ibid.
3Ibid., p. 243.
4Ibid .
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In Peterson's typology of migration, 1 he differentiated four migratory forces :

ecological push, migration policy, higher aspiration,

and social momentum; each of which has a corresponding type of migration.
Free migration in contemporary society is associated with higher aspirations of migrants.

This could mean that personal-psychological aspira-

tions can be channeled through the same type of migration as social movement, in which identical pattern of dominant value orientation in Parson's
theory 2 can be found. That is, various patterns of migration accompanied
by different amounts of distance can be assumed to have a certain variation of motivation pattern dominated by the same value orientation.
Day and Landis studied the relationship between the level of education and distance with a sample of 13,361 civilian youth, most of whom
were between the ages of 18 and 24.
state of \'ashington.

Their parental homes were in the

He found a low but significant relationship be-

tween these two variables.

The strongest relationship was found between

a high level of education and long-di stance migration.
Utilizing data from the rural Alabama community, Sanford3 , in his
study, concluded that the emigrants displayed greater ambition, energy,
and superiority by moving a gt·eater distance than the immigrants .
1W. Peterson, ".~ Genera 1 Typo 1ogy of t·1i grat ion," American Socialogical Review, Vol. 23, 1958, pp . 256-266 .
2T. Parsons. The Social System, Free Press, Glencoe, Illinoi s ,
1964, pp. 214-219.
3G . A. Sanford, "Selective Migration in a Rural Alabama Community,"
American Sociological Review, Vol. 5, 1940, pp . 759-766.
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In Lively's 1 study, no significant correlation was found between the
number of changes of domicile and radical distance of circulation.

But

the professional and semi-skilled groups were found to show significantly
greater mobility than the other groups.
Theoretical Framework
The need for theory construction in the study of migration selectivity seems to be apparent from the review of literature.

What is nee-

essary is thr integration of various demographic , socio-economic and psychological approaches toward more comprehensive theories which are relevant for the actual or potential migrants and their surrounding situations.
In her review of literature concerning selectivity of migration,
Elizabeth Suva l2 modified the basic causation model proposed by Trimmer .
She proposed her modified model as recommendation for theory and research in the stu dy of migration se lectivity .

The model which she modi-

fied is show n as follows :
SYSTEM
(characteristics of
place of origin and

age

education

sex

occupation

place of destination

race

and intervening obs-

other conditions,
including those
affecting
motivation

tacles as perceived
by)

migration

lc. E. Lively, "Population Mobility , " Rural Socioloqy, Vol . 1, 1936,
pp . 40-53 .
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This model seems to be based completely on Lee's conceptual basis.
The migration process is regarded as a result of the system composed of
various socio-demographic factors affecting motivation determining a
move.

Such a system as a whole is described to grasp various chara-

cteristics of origin and destination and intervening obstacles for the
final decision to migrate.
In the basic model of this thesis, the intention to migrate is formulated through the decision-making system in which intention to migrate
is set up as a final result.

Migration intention is to be produced from

various socio-demographic and psychological variables such as sex, education, occupational aspiration, community evaluation, and other conditions
which are assumed to influence actual or potential migrants perceiving
various characteristics of the place of origin and destination and intervening obstacles.
Intended distance expressed in migration intentions is viewed as a
poss ible manifestation of the interaction of various factors in the decision-making system .

That is, the existence of the degree of repulsive

or attractive aspects of all the factors is assumed with reference to
long or short intended distance of migration.

Strongly attractive

factors at the place of destination may cause potential migrants to
overcome long distance as an intervening obstacle.

On the other hand,

social ties at the place of origin may cause them not to move a long
distance .
This same model will be applied to three different categories of
residence:

rural, urban, and metropolitan areas.
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The basic model of this thesis is given as follows :
Decision-making System
(characteristics of
pl ace of origin and

Migration
Intention

sex

place of destination

race

occupational
aspiration

and intervening ob-

intended
distance

other conditions

stacles as perceived
by)

Hypotheses
Accept in g major suggest ion s in various studies concerning the relationship between a number of factors and the streams of migration, the
following factors are connected with intended distance expressed as a
part of migration intention.

The influence of these factors toward mi-

gration intentions is expected to manifest itself through intended distance with different amounts of distance.

The following hypotheses are

those to be tested in this study.
1.

The student's intended distance in migration intentions i s
positively related with the status of the family of orientation.

Various studies showed educational and occupational selectivity in
long-distance migration.

Broadly speaking, migrants' socio-economic

status is indicated to influence distance of migration.

The status of

the family of orientation may provide yo un g students important socioeconomic ground.

Furthermore, the st udent's family of orientation may

provide the students with attractive or expulsive ground on the psycho logi cal basis related with push or pull factors in migration.

Strong

attachment toward their family of orientation will be a socia l t ie inf luencing the students not to move a long distance.
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On the other hand, strong expulsiveness toward their family of
orientation may cause them to move a long distance.

Objectively, this

part of the hypothesis is tested with the following indicators.
a.

Father's educational status

b.

Father's occupational status

c.

Parents' family status (broken or intact famil y)

The subjective aspect of this hypothesis is tested with the student ' s
feeling of family cohesion, indicating the student's emotional feeling of
belonging and attachment.
d.

The student's family cohesion

2.

The student's intended distance in migrat ion streams is positively related with the student's occupational aspiration and
orientation.

These two concepts of occupational aspiration and orientation were
defined earlier .

They refer to any specific job and psychological atti-

tude related with future occupation.
3.

The distance which the student intends to migrate is positively
or negatively related with various aspects of community or community life .

In terms of ''push" or "pull" factors, the present community may play
an important part in the decision of the student whether to move or not.
How far the student intend s to move may be deeply related with likes or
dislikes, satisfaction and dissatisfaction, and subjective evaluation concerning the student ' s present community.

This part of the hypothesis is

tested with the following objective and subjective indicators.
a.

The student's community evaluation

b.

The student's inte rpersonal relations in the present community

c.

The student 's degree of participation toward community activities.
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d. The student's satisfaction concerning the present community
4.

The distance the student intends to migrate is positively
related with the number of the student's past moves and
negatively with the student's length of residence in the
present community.

Both of these two independent variables, the number of past moves
and the length of residence are measures of social ties.

To have a

strong social attachment in the present community, one must have a relatively long period of time with few past moves.
5.

The student's intended distance in migration intentions is
related with the student's sex and race.

6.

The student's intended distance in migration intentions is related with the student's religion.

In thi s chapter, various empirical studies related with migration
differentials have been reviewed .
Consistent suggestions from these studies are that migration is
se lective of certain groups with distinctive educational, economical,
occupational, and other non-economic status.
Two stud ies related with distance as a factor in migration were
examined.

As a result of discussion, it wa s pointed out that distance

as an important factor of migration was not fully understood in Zipf's
study with reference to the other variables surrounding migrants .
In Bogue and Thompson' s study, identical methods of approach as
used in this study, and relevant findings, were explained.
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CHAPTER III
METHODOLOGY
Sampling
The population studied were senior public high sc hool students in
Utah at the end of the academic year of 1974-1975.

There are 29 counties

and 92 high schools, and the total number of high school students in the
population was 22,000.

From them, 3,600 students, which equaled 16.4

percent of the total population, were selected through the method of
multi-stage stratified random sampl ing .

Approximately

70 percent of the

total sample responded and were utilized as being proper data for this
study.
The characteristics of the place of residence, i . e., rural, urban,
and metropolitan, are one of the essential foci of this study.

They

signify the level or urbanization based on the size of population.

About

1,200 students were selected from each of the three categories of residence.

Among 29 counties in the State of Utah, those counties with less

than 2,500 inhabitants were classified as rural, those with 2,500 inhabitants but les s than 50,000 were categorized as urban, and those with
more than 50,000 inhabitants were classified as metropolitan.

From these

classifications of the total cou nties, it was identified that there were
4 metropolitan, 13 urban, and 12 rural counties.

It was found that

there were 15,000 senior students in metropolitan counties, 6,000 in
urban, and about 1,200 students in the rural counties.

47
To se lect 1,200 stude nts from the three categories of residence,
100 percent of the se nior students were selected from rural counties,
20 percent from urban, and 8 percent of the senior students were selected from the metropolitan cou nti es.

Schools were then selected ran-

domly from each group of counties except for the rural count ies.
Mostly, the total se nior class of each schoo l was selected.

Excep-

tions were t he five metropo litan schoo l s and two of the urban schoo l s.
In these cases, teacher cla sses, where the teachers were in charge of
attendance and other arrangements of the senior students were se lected
from each of these schoo l s randomly.
Questionnaire
All the items in the questionnaire were designed to be consistent
with the basic theoretical framework of this thesis.

They can be grouped

with questions concerning factors at origin and destination, personalpsychologica l, and demographic factors.

More specifica ll y, respondents

were asked about their pl ans, personal evaluation and attitudes toward
their present community, family situation, and socio-economic factors
concerning their present community and other communities where they intend to mi grate.

The questionnaire has 43 open and cl osed-ended ques-

tions.
To col l ect information, an administered and a mailed questionnaire
were uti lized.

Most of the information was col l ected by an adm ini stered

questionnaire, and a mailed questionnaire was adopted to increase the
response rate . To differentiate between these two questionnaires, the
administered questionnaire was covered blue, and the mai led was covered
white.
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In May 1975, graduate students at Utah State University delivered
the questionnaires to the schools or the classes chosen as proper samples.

Verbal and written instructions were delivered to all classroom

teachers to help them administer the questionnaire.
A letter of explanation was attached to each questionnaire for
the students.

Most of the questionnaires were mailed back in 2 or 3

weeks.

The response rate was 65 percent complete and 10 percent par-

tials.

Another set of the questionnaires was delivered to the schools

with a low response rate.

As a result, the total response rate was

about 70 percent complete, or 2,500 responses from 3,600 potential respond ents.
Statistical Method
The main focus of this study is to identify and compare significance
of various socio-economic, demographic, and personal-psychological
factors according to the different amount of distance, as is expressed in
the student' s intention to migrate.

Intended distance i s categorized

with five different ordinal categories, i.e., intending to stay in the
same community, to migrate within the present county within the present
state, to contiguous states, and to non-conti guous states.
It is generally accepted that non-migrants are differentiated with
migrants in the study of migration.

Those intending to stay in the

present community, the fir st category in intended distance of this study,
are actually non-migrants.
to move with 0 distance.

In this study, they are regarded as intending
That is, distance aspect of those non-migrants

is accepted to provide the origin of the intended distance categories.
Basic assumption is that non-migrants are also influencedbythe same
decision-making system as migrants in their decision not to migrate .
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Proportions and cross tabulations are used, together with Ch i- sq uare
and Gamma, in order to analyze these relationships and to measure thrir
degrees of association.
The significance of various factors was compared according to the
three different levels or urbanization, i.e., rural, urban , and metropolitan areas.

Major analysis and compar ison are dependent upon the

met hod of proportions and cross tabulations.
Operational Definitions
Intended distance
This concept was defined to show how far the student intends to
move as expressed in the student's migration intention.

For this thesis,

one place of intended destination right after graduation, and another
pl ace for the remainder of life, were asked with two different questions.
The United States Bureau of the Census utilized three different
categories in the study of migration : within state, between contiguous
states, and between non-contiguous states . The basic rationale for
these differentiations is that state boundaries are very important in
terms of socio -cu ltural areas.
Modifying this Bureau of the Census method, similar kinds of differentiations were utilized in this study.
Those intending to stay in their present community are regarded as
those with no intention to migrate.

The other respondents with intention

to migrate were categorized into the following 4 groups on the basis of
the area to which they wish to move.
1.

Other communities within the present county

2.

Other counties within the State of Utah
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3.

Conti guous states

4.

Non-contiguous states

These categories are not exact measures of actual distance intended
in the student's migration intentions.
Regarding this problem, Bogue and Thompsonl explain two categories
of distance in their study, i.e . , within-state and between contiguous
states as follows:
The distances traveled by "within'state" migrants are much
shorter, on the average, than those traveled by migrants between contiguous states. This difference is due partly to
the fact that the maximum distance which within-state migrants can travel is smaller than the maximum distance which
migrants between contiguous states can travel . 2
By the same token, moves between non-contiguous states may require
longer distances than those between contiguous state s , especially contiguous states bordering on Utah which are geographically intermountain
regions and which may be considered as similar socio-cultural areas.
State boundaries may have important administrative implications for migrants deciding where to move.
The different categories utilized in this study include implications as possible measures of actual distance on the ordinal level and
socio-cultural implication as well.
Contiguous states refer to the states :
New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming.

Idaho, Nevada, Arizona,

Non-contiguous states refer to all

the other states except Utah and the contiguous states.
lBogue, D. J . and W. S. Thompson, op. cit . , pp . 236-237.
2Ibid., p. 236.
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To prepare analysis in the next chapter, one example of cross tabulation explaining the relationship between the categories of intended distance
and family cohesion as an independent variable is shown below .
fers to three different categories of residence:

This re-

rural , urban, and metro-

politan areas (Table 2).
Table 2.

Intended distance and family cohesion
Rural

Urban

Family cohesion
Intended
di stance

Low Medium
{%)

{%)

High
( %)

~~etro

Family cohesion
Low
(%)

~1edium

{%)

High

(%)

Family cohesion
Low Medium High
(%)

( %)

(%)

Same
community
v/ith incounty
Withinstate
Contiguous
states
Noncontiguous
states

Migration intention and intended place of destination
Migration intention is defined as the student's plan or aspiration
to migrate or not .

Intended place of

destin~tion

refers to the specific

place that the student intends to move to as manifested in migration
intention .
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An operational measure of these two concepts is based on the student' s res ponses concerning two questions asking where he or she wants
to re side right after graduation and for the remainder of his or her
life .

Migration intention right after graduation may be strong ly in-

fluenced by an educational motive to go to co llege , and so this place of
desti nation may be a temporary place of residence.
Migration intention for the remainder of the student' s life is related with the place of residence in the long run .

This place may be well

selected by the students .
A direct method differentiating those with i ntention to migrate and
tho se without is to compare the name of the resrondents' present community with two names of the specific places indicated in the following
two quest ions.
Question 5
Most students seem to have several places in mind in which
they might live after grad uation . Please comp l ete the
chart below about the place s in which you are most li kely
to live aft er graduation .
Question 7
Where do you think you are most li kely to li ve most of
the remainder of your life?
City_ _ _ _ _ _ __

State _ _ _ _ _ _

Those respondents indicating that they plan to live in other places
are regarded as having intention to migrate .
In this part of operational definitions, two dependent variables
were explained . The independent variab l es wil l be exp l ained in the next
chapter 1vhere eac h of them will be anal yzed regard in g t heir re la tionship
with the dependent variab l e .
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Limitations
This study focu ses on the initial pha se of the decision-making process in migration, which i s not perfectly related to actual migration.
This i s why a follow-up study would greatl y extend this study.
Five different categories of di sta nce are utilized instead of
actual mileage from sociological perspective . This does not indi cate
that actual mileage i s irrelevant to this study.
What i s stat isti ca ll y examined i s the relationship between the
dependen t variable and 14 independent variables.

This also does not

indi cate that on ly these 14 variables are important in the study of
migrat ion intent ion .
What is more crucia l for this study is that the independent variables are examined with one-to-one re la t i onship with t he dependent variable.

It cannot be mentioned which one is th e most contributory in-

dependent variab l e, and how interact i on between some of t he independent
variab l es affects the dependent variable.

This comes from the fact that

onl y proport ions and cross t ab ul ations are utilized as stat i stica l method
wi th Chi - square and Gamma.

No advanced statist i ca l methods are adopted .

Thi s is due to data limitation, especially sam ple size.

Vario us points related with methodologi cal approaches of this study
were ment ioned in this chapter.

Essential methodology of this study was

survey research with the administered questionnaire.

Cross tabulation and

pro port ions are maj or tool s to test the significance and the degree of
association for each relationship between the variables .
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CHAPTER IV
AN ANALYSIS OF THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN INTENDED
DISTANCE AND VARIOUS INDEPENDENT VARIABLES
In this chapter an attempt will be made to analyze the degree of relationship between intended distance and various personal-psychological
socio-demographic, and economic variables .

For this part of the analysis,

only those students answering the name of place for their migration intention for the remainder of their lives have been utilized as proper
data .

Before each of the hypotheses are tested, a general description

relevant to the essential part of the analysis is given.
Out of the 2,525 students, the total sample size of this study, percentages and the actual number of those students with same place of intended destination for two different periods of time are as follows :
Same community

871 students {34.5%)

Within-county

124 students (4 . 9%)

Within-state

590 students (23.4%)

Contiguous states

104 students (4.1 %)

Non-contiguous states

l~

students (6.1 %)

It was found that 27.0 percent of the total students did not give
an answer to the question asking this information.
If we regard those students with intended place of destination for
the above type of migration intention as 100 percent, percentages of
the students for each of the categories of intended distance are given
as follows :
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Same community

47.3%

vii thin-county

6. 7%

~Jithin-state

32.0%

Contiguous states

5.6%

Non-contiguous states

8. 4%

Those students with intended place of destinotion are categorized
again with the three categories of the students' residence:
and metropolitan areas .

rural, urban,

Percentages of rural, urban and metropolitan

students are given according to the categories of intended distances
(Table 3) .
Table 3.

Intended distance by rural, urban, and metropolitan students

Intended
distance

Rural
{%)

Urban
(%)

Metro
(%)

Same community

31.5

53 .6

56 .8

Within-county

9. 2

2. 7

7.0

48.3

27.6

20 .9

Contiguous-states

5.8

6.7

4.9

Non-contiguous states

5.2

9.6

10.3

100.0
(638)

100 . 0
{450)

100 .0
{755)

t•ithin-state

TOTAL
Chi-square

167.2

df.8

Gamma

0.21

Significant at .05

It is remarkable that the percentage of rural students intending to
stay in their present community is 31.5, compared to 53.6 percent for the
urban, and 56 .8 percent for the metropolitan.
Almost twice the percentage of urban and metropolitan students intend to stay in the same community compared to rural students.
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It was found that the majority of rural students intend to move
from their present community but to stay within-state boundary.

This per-

centage of rural students is higher than any of the urban and metropolitan
students for the corresponding categor ies.
Association of the relationship in Table 3 shows strong ly negative
direction.

It indicates that rural students are more likely to move

farther and that metropolitan stude nt s are more likel y to move shorter
distances.
For the major part of the analysis in this chapter, each hypothesis
will be testified as to its degree of association and signifi cance.

An

overall comparison will be made between rural, urban, and metropolitan
students.
Father ' s educational status
1.

The higher a father's educationa l status is, the farther the
student is likely to intend to move.

Thi s hypothesis is confi rmed only for metropolitan students (Table
4).

The negative relationship is found for this group of students .
The percentage of metropolitan students intending to stay in the

same community appears to be positively related to the father's educationa l status .

40.9 percent of the metropo litan students whose fathers

have an education lower than high school intend to stay in the same community.

This percentage correspond s to 53 . 3 percent of those whose

fathers have a college-level education.

For the two categories of within-

county and within-state, the percentage distribution seems to decrease as
the father's ed ucational status becomes higher.

The negative relation of

the metropolitan students indicates that this gro up is more likel y to intend to move a shorter di stance as their fathers' educational status increases.

Table 4.

Intended distance by father's educational status for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
Father's educational status
Rural

Intended
distance

Less than
H.S.

High
schoo 1

College+

Less than
H.S .

High
schoo l

College+

Less than
H.S.

High
school

College+

( %)

(%)

( %)

( %)

( %)

( %)

(%)

( %)

( %)

30. l
9.6
43.4

32.5
9.2
49.5

26.9
11.9
54 . 4

54 .0
2.0
26.0

56 . 3
4.7
24.2

53.2
2.6
29.9

40.9
13.6
27.3

53.3
10.6
22.8

60.9
5.2
18.5

10.8

4.9

3. 1

6.0

8.6

5.2

9.1

2.8

4.7

6.0

3.9

3.8

12 .0

6.3

9. l

9 .l

10.6

10.7

100 .0
(83)

100 .0
(206)

100 .0
( 160)

100.0
(50)

100.0
( 128)

100.0
( 154)

100.0
(44)

100.0
( 180)

100 .0
(384)

Same community
Within -county
\~ithin - state

Contiguous
states
Non - continguous
states
TOTAL
Rural
Urban
Metro

Metro

Urban

Ch -square
Ch - square
Ch -square

= 9.99
= 5.0
= 16.3

df.8
df.8
df.8

Not significant at .05
Not significant at .05
Sign ificant at .05

Gamma
Gamma
Gamma

-0.02
0.01
-0.122
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Father's occupation
2.

The student whose father has a blue-collar occupation is more
likely to intend to move farther than the student whose father
has a white-collar occupation.

In their study concerning spatial social distances in a metropolitan
community, Duncan and Duncanl utilized 8 selected indicators of therelative socio-economic status of the major occupation groups.

These are

shown as follows:
l.

Professionals, technical, and kindred workers

2.

Managers, officials, and proprietors

3.

Sales workers

4.

Clerical and kindred workers

5.

Craftsmen, foremen, and kindred workers

6.

Operatives and kindred workers

7.

Service workers

8.

Laborers, farm labor, and farmers

Tv/0

broad categories of occupation in this study are "white-collar"

for the categories l, 2, 3 and 4; and "blue-collar" for the rest of these
categories.

This concept of occupational aspiration is measured by the

following two questions, one for the student, and one for the student's
father.
Question

10

In the long run, what career {job) do you plan to engage in?
Question 25
Present or last occupation of father:
1Duncan, 0. D. and B. Duncan, "Residential Distribution and Occupational Stratification," Amer i can Journal of Sociology, 9, 1955 ,
pp . 495 - 499
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This hypothesis i s confirmed only for the metropo l itan students, and
the relationship is found to be positive (Table 5) .

It has been found

that a higher percen t age of metropo li tan students whose fathers have a
blue-collar occupation intend to move wit hin-county, wi thin-state, contiguous states, and non -contiguous states than those metropo l itan students whose fathers have a white-co ll ar occupation.

Th i s relatio nship

of metropolitan students ind i cates that the metropolitan students whose
fathers

h~ve

a blue-col l ar occupation are more li ke ly to intend to move

farther than those whose fathers have a white-collar occupation.
Occupat i onal aspiration
3.

Students aspiring to a blue-collar occupation are more
likely to intend to move farther than students aspiring
to a white -col l ar occupation.

This hypothesis is confirmed only for rural students but not for
urban and metropolitan students (Tab l e 6).
The relationship of rural students is found to br negative.

It in-

dicates that rural students desiring a blue-collar occupation are more
likely to intend to move a shorter distance than those desiring a whitecollar occupation.
Percentages of rural students desiring white- and bl ue-collar occupations intend i ng to stay in the same community are fou nd to be less
than those of urban and metropolita n students .

Percentages of rural stu-

dents desiring white- and bl ue - collar occupations intending to move
within-state are 54.8 and 39.4 percent, which are higher t han the corresponding percentages of ur ban and metropo l itan students.
Overa ll , the negative re l atio nships of rura l , urban, and metropolitan students i ndicate that students desiring wh i te-co l lar occupations

Table 5.

Intended distance by father's occupation for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
Rural

Urban

Metro

Father' s
occupation

Father ' s
occupation

Father's
occupation

call ar

Bluecollar

Hhitecall ar

(%)

(%)

Bluecall ar

(%)

Same commun ity

28.9

31.8

Within-county

8.7

Hithin-state

teco 11 a r

Blue
co 11 a r

(%)

(%)

(%)

53.9

57.4

62.4

43.4

11.0

1.8

5.6

4.7

13.9

57.0

45.8

29.1

25 .9

18.8

25.9

Contiguous states

2.0

6.0

6.7

5.6

4.2

6.6

Non-contiguous states

3.4

5.4

8.5

5.6

9.9

10.2

100 .0
( 149)

100.0
(299)

100 .0
(165)

100 .0
(162)

100.0
(404)

100.0
(166)

l~hite-

Intended
distance

TOTAL

Chi - sq uare
7.6 df .4
Gamma = -0.01
Not signifi cant at .05

Chi -square
4.7 df.4
Gamma = -0.1
Not significant at .05

\~hi

25 . 1 df.4
Chi - square
Gamma = 0.24
Significant at .05

"'a

Table 6.

Intended distance by occupational aspiration for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
Rural

Urban

Metro

Occupational
aspiration

Occuoational
aspiration

Occupational
aspiration

l-Jhitecollar

Bluecollar

vlhitecollar

Blueco 11 a r

( %)

(%)

( %)

Same community

26.5

35.1

Within - county

6.1

Within-state

tecollar

Bluecollar

( %)

( %)

( %)

49.8

64.2

55.6

55.8

15.9

1.9

1.7

7.0

8.4

54.8

39.4

28.5

20.8

21.4

19 . 5

Contiguous states

6.3

5.3

8.0

5.8

5.1

4.5

Non-contiguous states

6.3

4.3

11.8

7.5

10 .9

11.7

100.0
( 347)

11)0 .0
(208)

100 .0
(263)

100 .0
( 120)

100.0
(486)

100.0
( 154)

Intended
distance

TOTAL

Chi-square 23.5 df.4
Gamma ; -0. 24
Significant at .05

Ch i -square
7.0 df.4
Gamma ; -0.25
Not significant at .05

~Jhi

Chi-square 0.69 df.4
Gamma ; -0.008
Not significant at .05
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Occupational orientation
4.

The more the student is directed toward achievement, the farther
the student i s likely to intend to move.

Another aspect related to occupation in this study is the aspect of
socio-cu ltural norms or personality patterns.

It i s occupational orienta-

tion toward achievement or security . Achievement orientation is related
with vertical, mainly upward mob ility, while security orientation is related to horizontal mobility.
The above concept is measured by the following question, which came
from Boulding's l study concerning consumer behavior.
Quest ion ll
Would you please rank the things on the list below about a
job you would most prefer, which comes next, which third,
and so forth?
A job in which:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.

Rank from l (most preferable)
to 6 ( lea st preferable)

Income is steady
Income is high
There is no danger of
being fired or unemployed
Working hours are short
Cha nce s for advancement
are good
The work is important:
gives a feeling of
accomplishment

In the above question, Item a, steady income; and Item c, no danger
of being fired, are indicated to represent two typical norms concerning
sec urity orientation.

Item e, good chances for advancement; and f,

lsoulding , E., "Orientation toward Achievement or Security in
Relation to Consumer Behavior," Human Relation s, Vol. 13, 1960, pp.
365-383.
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a feeling of accomplishment, are intended to represent achievement orientation.

Therefore, all students who rank Items a and cas l, 2, or 3, or

those who rank a and c higher than e and f will be regarded as "securityoriented."

Those who number both e and f as l,

or 3, or those who rank

both e and f higher than a and c will be regarded as "achievement oriented."
This hypothesis is confirmed for none of the rural, urban, and metropolitan students (Table 7).
slightly positive.

But those three relationships are found to be

This indicates that the students with

~chievement

orientation are slightly more likely to move farther than those with
security orientation.
Sex

5.

Female students are more likely to intend to move farther
than male students.

This hypothesis is confirmed for ·the rural and urban students, but
not for the metropolitan students (Table 8) .

The relationship is found

to be positive for rural students, and negative for urban students .

It

is indicated that female rural students are more likely to intend to move
farther than males, and female urban students are more likely to intend
to move shorter distances than male urban students.
Race
6.

Non-white students are more likely to intend to move farther
than white students.

The above hypothesis is confirmed for the rural and metropolitan
students, but not for the urban students (Table 9).
For rural and metropolitan students, the relationships are found to
be positive.

It is indicated that non-white rural and metropolitan stu-

Table 7.

Intended distance by occupational orientation for rural, urban, and metropolitan students

Intended
distance

Rural

Urban

Metro

Occupational
orientation

Occupational
orientation

Occupational
orientation

Security

(%)

Achievement

Security

Achievement

Security

( %)

(%)

Achievement

( %)

( %)

61.4

54.1

(%)

Same community

35.4

25.3

52. 1

49.0

Within-county

11.6

7.9

2.5

2.1

4.4

6.8
21.4

42.7

54.7

28.9

29.4

17.7

Contiguous states

4.3

5.8

8.3

6.3

6.3

5.3

Non-contiguous states

6.1

6.3

8.3

13.3

10.1

12.4

100.0
( 121)

100.0
( 143)

100.0
( 158)

100 .0
(266)

Within-state

TOTAL

100.0
(164)

100 .0
(190)

Chi-square 7.3 df.4
Gamma ; 0.2
Not significant at .05

Chi-square
2.0 df.4
Gamma ; 0.07
Not significant at .05

3.2 df.4
Chi -square
Gamma; 0.11
Not significant at .05

Table 8.

Intended distance by sex for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
Rural

Urban

Sex
Intended
distance

Metro
Sex

Sex

Male

Female

Male

Female

Male

Female

( %)

( %)

( %)

( %)

( %)

( %)

Same community

38 . 6

25.4

49.5

57.8

54.4

58.7

Within-county

11.2

7.6

4.2

1.3

7.1

7.0

Within-state

38.6

56.4

27.3

27.6

19 .7

22.1

Contiguous states

5.8

5. 8

4.2

8.6

6.6

3.5

Non-contiguous states

5.8

4.7

14.8

4.7

12.3

8. 7

100.0
(351)

100.0
(402)

TOTAL

100.0
(295)

100 .0
( 342)

Chi-square 21.7 df.4
Gamma = 0.2
Significant at .05

100.0
(216)

100 .0
(232)

Chi-square 20.1 df.4
Gamma = -0 . 16
Significant at .05

Chi-square 7.0 df.4
Gamma = -0.1
Not significant at .05

Table 9.

Intended distance by race for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
Rural

Urban

Metro

Race

Race

Race

Intended
distance

White

Nonwhite

White

Nonwhite

White

Nonwhite

( %)

( %)

( %)

( %)

(%)

( %)

Same community

31.9

24.4

54.8

35.0

57.6

36.4

Within-county

9 .9

0.0

2.8

0.0

7.2

4.5

Within-state

49.2

34.1

27.3

30.0

20.8

22.7

3.9

34 .1

5.9

20.0

4.5

18.2

5.0
100.0
(595)

7.3
100.0
(41)

9.2
100.0
(425)

15.0
100.0
(20)

9.9
100.0
( 727)

18.2
100.0
(22)

Contiguo us states
Non-contiguous states
TOTAL

Chi-square= 67.4 df.4
Gamma = 0.4
Significant at .05

Chi-square = 8.5 df.4
Gamma = 0.37
Not significant at .05

Chi-square = ll. 4df . 4
Gamma = 0. 38
Significant at .05

"'
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dents are more likely to intend to move farther than whites.
For rural white and non-white students, percentages intending to
stay in the same community and to move within-state are found to be
higher than any of the corresponding percentages of urban and met ropolitan student s.
Parents' sta tu s
7.

The student who comes from a broken family is more likely
to intend to move farther than the student with an intact
family.

This concept is defined as the student's parents' marital status.
It is measured with the following question:
Question 16
Are your parents:
) Living together
) Separated
) Divorced
) Mother dead
) Father dead
All the responses to the above question are categorized into two
groups:

broken and intact family status .

together) means intact family.

Only the first answer (living

The rest of the answers are regarded as

broken family status.
This hypothesis i s confirmed only for rural students, but not for
urban and metropolitan students (Table 10).

It is indicated that rural

student s who come from a broken family are more likely to intend to move
father than those with an intact family .
Family cohesion
8.

The lower the family cohesion i s, the farther the student is
likely to intend to move.

Table 10 .

Intended dista nce by parents' status for rural, urban, and metropo litan s tudents
Metro

Rura l

Urba n

Parents ' status

Paren t s' status

Parents' s tatus

Intact

Broken

Intact

Intact

Broken

( %)

( %)

(%)

( %)

( %)

( %)

Same community

32. 1

26.4

52 . 2

63.6

57.4

53. 8

Within -county

9. 4

8.8

3.1

0.0

7.1

6.6

Within-state

48.9

45.1

28.5

21.8

21.6

17 . 0

Contiguous states

5.5

7.7

6.9

5.5

4. 5

7.5

Non -co ntiguou s states

4. 1

12 . 1

9. 4

9. 1

9.4

15 . 1

100.0
( 542)

100 .0
(9 1)

100.0
( 393)

100.0
(55)

100 .0
(648)

100.0
( 106)

Intended
distance

TOTAL

Chi- square 11. 3 df .4
Gamma = 0. 18
Significant at . 05

Broken

3.8 df . 4
Chi -square
Gamma= -0.16
Not signifi cant at .05

5.8 df.4
Chi - sq uare
Gamma = 0.1
Not signifi cant at .05
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This concept refers to the student's emotional feelings, including
a sense of obligation and beliefs co ncerning their own attachment toward
the ir families of orientation.

It is measured by the following question

which is a scale composed of four sta tements.
Question 24
Here are statements about how people may feel about their
families. Beside each of the statements listed below,
please indicate whether you strongly a9ree (SA), agree (A),
undecided (U), disagree (D), strongly disagree (SD) with
the statement with respect to your own family .
a.

One ought to discuss important plans
with his/her family

SA A u D

b.

One should con fide more fully in the
members of his famil y .

SA A u D SD

c.

Home is the most pleasant place in
the world .

SA A u D SD

d.

A person shou ld be willing to sacrifice everything to hi s family

so

. SA A U D SD

The combined possible total score from the above four statements
ranged from 4 to 20.
categories:

This range was divided to form three ordinal

high, medium, and low degrees of family solidarity.

This hypothesis i s confirmed for urban and metropolitan students.
but not for rural students (Table 11).
All three relationships are found to be positive.

It i s indicated

that student s with lower family cohesion are more likel y to intend to
move farther than those with higher family cohesion.
Community evaluation
9.

The lower the student's community evaluation is , the
farther the student is likely to intend to move.

Table ll.

Intended distance by family cohesion for rural, urban, and metropo litan students
Rural

Urban

Metro

Family cohesion

Family cohesion

Family cohesion

Intended
distance

High

Medium

Low

High

Medium

Low

High

Medium

Low

( %)

( %)

( %)

( %)

( %)

( %)

( %)

( %)

(%)

Same community

34.9

29.0

25.6

55.3

50.0

61.9

59.5

59 .l

49.7

Within-county

9.6

9.5

8.5

3.6

2.2

1.6

9.l

7.8

3.0

Within-state

49. l

48.5

47.6

29 . 4

28.8

14 .3

22.0

20.0

18.8

Contiguous states

3.2

7.3

8.5

4.6

9.8

4.8

3.0

5.2

7.3

Non-contiguous states

3.2

5.7

9.8

7 .l

9.2

17 .5

6.5

7.8

21.2

100.0
(281)

100 .0
(262)

100. 0
(82)

100.0
( 197)

100.0
(184)

100.0
(63)

100.0
(232)

100.0
( 345)

100 .0
( 165 )

TOTAL

Chi-square= 13.6 df.8
Gamma = 0.16
Not significant at .05

Chi-square = 16 .5 df.8
Gamma = 0.06
Significant at .05

Chi-square= 35.7 df.8
Gamma = 0.16
Significant at .05
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This concept is defined as the degree of sati sfaction concerning
the student's present community as evaluated by the student's likes and
di slikes .

This concept is measured by the following question:

Question 33
List about five characteristics (features) of your community
that you like most and five you dislike most in order of
importance.
In this study, the number of the student's likes and dislikes is
used as the criteria for community evaluation .

Those students who listed

more likes than dislikes are regarded as those who are more satisfied
with their present community.

The score ranged from 5, indicating highest

positive evaluation, to the lowest, -5 .

This range was divided into

three categories to form an ordinal scale .
This hypothesis is confirmed for all of the rural, urbzn, and metropolitan students (Table 12) .

The degree of association seems to be pos-

itively related with the level of urbanization .
Gamma statistics for metropolitan students are the largest .

Urban

students come next, and they are smallest for rural students .
It i s indicated that students with low community evaluation are more
likely to intend to move farther than those with high community evaluation .
Interpersonal relations
10 .

The lower the student's interpersonal relations, the farther
the student is likely to intend to move .

This concept is defined as the students' evaluation of people in
their communities on the basis of their relations with other people .
This concept is measured by the following question with 6 items .
Question 34
Here are statements that describe how people in their

Table 12.

Intended distance by community evaluation for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
Rural

Metro

Urban

Community evaluation

Community evaluation

Community evaluation
0

Intended
distance

+
(%)

(%)

(%)

+
(%)

(%)

(%)

+
(%)

(%)

(%)

Same community

28.5

31.2

21.7

56.4

50.0

36.6

63.2

43.9

36.5

thin-county

12.1

5. 5

10.9

3.8

1.2

0.0

8.5

5.7

0.0

50.7

46 . 8

41.3

28.0

25.0

26.8

17 .2

25.2

30.8

Contiguous states

4.6

7.3

13. 0

5.9

7.1

12 .2

2.8

8.1

5.8

Non-contiguous states

4.3

9.2

13. 0

5.9

16.7

24.4

8.3

17 . l

26.9

100.0
( 371)

100.0
( 109)

100. 0
(46)

100 .0
(236)

100 .0
(84)

100.0
( 41)

100.0
(459)

100.0
(123)

100.0
(52)

\~i

lAithin-state

TOTAL

0

Chi-square= 18. 1 df. 8
Gamma = 0.14
Significant at .05

0

Chi-square = 22.97 df.8
Gamma = 0.27
Significant at .05

Chi-square= 47.4 df.8
Gamma = 0.38
Significant at .05
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local corrmunities often feel about each ether. Please
indicate the extent of your agreement or disagreement with
each statement regarding your own community. Follow the
same procedure as with question #2 4.
a.

Real friends are hard to find in this
community

SA A U D SD

Almost everyone is polite and courteous
to you

SA A U D SD

People in this community give you a
bad name is you insist on being
different

SA A U D SD

d.

I feel very much I belong here

SA A U D SD

e.

People are generally critical of
others in the community .

. SA A U D SD

You are out of luck here if you
happen to be .different

. SA A U D SD

b.
c.

h.

The above sca le i s adopted from Fessler's (1952) study proposing a
large composite scale to measure community solidarity.

Item analysis was

used to check the validity of the above 6 items, which ranged from .7 to
.76 as the co rrelation coefficients.

From the above 6 items, the scale

ranged from 6, low interpersona l relation s; to 30, high interpersonal
relations.

The range was also divided into three different categories:

high, medium, and low-degree s of interpersonal relations.
The above hypothesis is confirmed for all rural, urban, and metropolitan students (Table 13).

All three relationships are found to be

positive and the degree of association seems to be positively related
with the level of urbanization .
It is indicated that students with lower interpersonal relations
are more likely to intend to move farther than those with higher interpersonal relations.
tion increases.

This trend becomes stronger as the level of urbaniza-

Table 13.

Intended distance by i nterpersona 1 relations for rura l, urban, and metropol itan students
Rural

Urban

~1etro

Interperso nal
relations

Interpersonal
relations

Interpersonal
relations

Intended
distance

High

Medium

Low

High

Medium

Low

High

Medium

Low

( %)

( %)

(%)

( %)

( %)

( %)

(%)

( %)

( %)

Same community

29.8

34.2

25.4

58.0

54 .0

34.0

63 .0

53.0

31.3

Within-county

11.2

8.0

6.0

3.0

2. 1

4.3

9.0

4.3

4.7

Within - state

53.1

45.8

40.3

27.0

26.7

29.8

20.1

22.6

15 .6

Contiguous-state s

3.7

5.8

13.4

5.5

7.5

8. 5

3.2

6.0

12.5

Non-contiguous states

2.2

6.2

14.9

6.5

9.6

23.4

4.7

14 .1

35 .9

100.0
( 322)

100.0
{225)

100.0
(67)

100.0
(200)

100.0
(187)

100.0
(47)

100.0
( 443)

100.0
(234)

100.0
(64)

TOTAL

Chi-square = 34.9 df.B
Gamma = 0 . 11 5
Significant at .05

Chi-square= 17.0 df.8
Gamma = 0.2
Significant at .05

Chi-square = 85.4 df.8
Gamma = 0.35
Significant at .05
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Participation
11.

The lower the stud ent ' s participation is, the farther the
student is likely to intend to move.

This co ncept refers to the student's level of involvement toward
school, church, and community activities.

As part of soc ial ties in the

present community, it is expected to resist any intention to migrate.
This concept is measured by the following question with 10 items .
Question 36
Here i s a li st of some high school, church and community
activities and organizations. Please suoply the requested
information about yo ur partic i pation in each .
Amount of Participation
Frequently Fairly Often Occasionally Rarely Never
Sports teams
Music groups
(band, voice, et c.)
Dramatic productions
FFA
FHA
Honor societies
Student government
Church-connected groups
Girls League,
Boys League
Boy Scouts,
Girl Scouts
Scores for the above question ranged from 10 to 15 . All the scores
are divided into three ordinal scale-high, medium, and low-degrees of
participation.
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This hypothesis is confirmed only for metropolitan students .

It is

not confirmed for rural and urban students (Table 14).
With regard to metropolitan students, it is indicated that students
with a lower degree of participation are more likely to intend to move
farther than students with a higher degree of participation.
Number of past moves
12.

The more a student has moved in the past, the farther
the student is likely to intend to move.

The above hypothesis is confirmed only for the metropolitan students
(Table 15).

For this group of students, the percentage of those who have

moved twice or more is much hiqher than those who have only moved once
in all the categories, except the same community category.

It is indi-

cated that student s with a higher number of past moves are more likely
to intend to move farther than those with a fewer number of past moves .
Parents' length of residence
13 .

The longer the parents length of residence is, the farther
the student is likely to intend to move.

This hypothesis is confirmed for the rural and metropolitan students,
but not for urban students (Table 16) .
to be negative.

All three relationships are found

It is indicated that students whose parents have stayed

longer in the present community are more likely to intend to move a
short distance.
Community satisfaction
14.

The less a student is satisfied in his community, the farther
the student is likely to intend to move .

Table 14.

Intended distance by degree of participation for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
Rural

Urban

Participation

Metro

Participation

Participat ion

Intended
distance

High

Medium

Low

High

Medium

Low

High

Medium

Low

( %)

( %)

(%)

( %)

(%)

( %)

( %)

( %)

( %)

Same community

31.3

33.1

30.5

54.3

49.2

57.5

56.8

58.3

56.4

Within-county

10.1

9.3

9.3

0.0

2.6

3.3

9.1

6.9

7 .l

Within-state

52.5

48.7

45.9

28.6

32 . l

22.2

22.7

23.8

17.9

Contiguous states

4.0

5.2

6.9

11.4

6.2

6.6

6.8

5.2

4.7

Non-contiguous states

2.0

3.7

7.3

5.7

9.8

10.4

4.5

5.9

14.0

100.0
(99)

100.0
(269)

100.0
{259)

100 .0
(35)

100 . 0
{193)

100.0
(212)

100.0
{44)

100.0
(290)

100 .0
{408)

TOTAL

Chi-square= 7.8 df.8
Gamma = 0.07
Not significant at .05

Chi - square = 8 .l df .8
Gamma = -0.08
Not significant at .0 5

Chi-square= 16 .1 df. 8
Gamma = 0. 07
Significant at .05

Table 15.

Intended distance by the number of past moves for rura l, urban, and metropolitan students
Rural

Urban

Metro

Number of
past moves

Number of
past moves

Number of
past moves

Intended
distance

( %)

(%)

( %)

(%)

(%)

{%)

Same corrmunity

34.7

25.5

59.5

51.3

69.5

44.0

I.Jithin - county

10.0

9.2

2.5

3.0

4.3

9.7

Within-state

46.3

51.7

28.5

24.4

15. 8

25.5

Contiguous states

5.3

6.5

3.5

9. 4

4.0

5.8

Non - contiguous states

3.8

7. 1

5.0

12.0

5.4

15.0

100 .0
(320)

100.0
{294)

100.0
{200)

100.0
(234)

100.0
( 374)

100.0
(351)

TOTAL

1

2+

Chi-square ; 8.9 df . 4
Gamma ; 0.19
Not significant at . 05

1

2+

1

2+

Chi -square; 11.9 df.9 df.4 Chi-square; 51.0 df.4
Gamma ; 0.19
Gamma ; 0.4
Significant at .05
Significant at .05

Table 16.

Intended distance by parents' l ength of residence for rura l , urban, and metropolitan students
Rural

Urban

Metro

Leng th of
residence (years)

Leng th of
residence (years)

Length of
residence (years)

Intended
distance

-15
( %)

(%)

Same community

24.8

Within-coun ty
Within-state

-1 5

57.7

-15

15+

( %)

( %)

( %)

(%)

34.6

50.7

57.7

43.5

66.5

8.7

9.2

2.0

2. 9

9.4

5.4

51. 3

48 .0

26.6

27. 4

25.8

18. 0

Contiguous states

7.4

5.2

6.9

6.7

5.8

3.9

Non-contiguous states

7.8

3. 1

13.8

5.3

15 . 5

6.2

100 .0
(230)

100 . 0
(327)

100 .0
(203)

100 . 0
(208)

100 .0
( 310)

100 .0
( 388)

TOTAL

15+

Chi-square 11.7 df .4
Gamma = -0.2
Significant at .05

Chi-square 9.1 df.4
Gamma= -0.17
Not s i gn ificant at .05

Chi-square= 40 . 5 df . 4
Gamma = 0.38
Si gnificant at .05
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The above hypothesis is confirmed for all the rural, urban, and
metropolitan students (Table 17).

The degree of association for urban

and metropo litan students i s stronger than that for rural students .

It

is indicated that students with les s community satisfaction are more
likely to intend to move farther than those who are more satisfied.
Religion
15 .

Non-LDS students are more li kely to intend to move farther
than LDS students.

This hypothesis is confirmed for all rural, urban, and metro politan
st udents.

It indicates that religion i s an important soc i al tie for

those intending to move a shorter distance, and also push factor for those
intending to move a farther distance (Table 18) .
At the beginning of this chcpter, it wa s mentioned that 27.0 percent
of the total samp l e did not give a proper answer to the question asking
the specific place of intended destination.

These "no response" and

"don't know" groups are now cross tabulated with reference to their place
of residence and their father's ed ucat io n and religion.
The percentage distribution for rural, urban and metropolitan students
increases as their fathers' education becomes higher (Table 19) .
With reference to religion, it i s indicated that a higher percentage
of LDS stu dents did not give a proper answer as their level of urbanization in their residence became lower . This very phenomenon was found
also for those who responded.
More information which may be relevant to this study, is the reason
students have to move, with in tended place of destination given with
reference to intended distance.

This is due to the po ssib le importance of

reason to move in relation to intended distance.

Table 17.

Intended distance by community satisfaction for rural, urban, and metropolitan students
Rural

Urban

Community satisfaction

Metro

Community satisfaction

Community satisfaction

Less
satisfied

Less
sat isfied

Satisfied

Less
satisfied

( %)

(%)

Satisfied

Same community

32.9

20.0

58.8

31.4

60.7

40.3

Within-county

9.1

9.5

2.5

2.9

7.7

4.5

Within-state

48.8

51.4

26.0

32.9

20.6

20.9

Contiguous states

4.7

10.5

6.1

10.0

3.7

10 .4

Non-contiguous states

4.5

8.6

6.6

22.9

7.4

23.9

100.0
(492)

100 .0
( 105)

100.0
(362)

100 .0
(70)

100.0
(598)

100. 0
( 134)

Intended
distance

TOTAL

Sati sfied

Chi-square 12.8 df.4
Gamma = 0.28
Significant at .05

(%)

(%)

27.2 df.4
Chi-square
Gamma = 0.47
Significant at .05

(%)

(%)

Chi-square 48.6 df.4
Gamma = 0.41
Sign i ficant at .0 5

Table 18.

Intended distance by religion for rural, urban, and metropo litan students
Rural

Urban

RE'ligion

Metro

Religion

Religion

Intended
distance

LOS

Non-LOS

LOS

Non-LOS

LOS

Non-LOS

(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

Same community

33.2

17.7

56.9

30.2

58 . 2

52.1

Within-county

9.4

8.1

3.0

0.0

7.9

3.5

Within - state

49 .8

32.3

27.9

22.6

23.5

9.9

Contiguous states

4.0

22.6

5.8

13.2

4.1

8.5

Non-contiguous states

3. 5

19 .4

6.3

34.0

6.3

26.1

100 .0

100.0
(62)

100 .0
(394)

100 .0
(53)

100.0
(605)

100.0
( 142)

TOTAL

(572)

Chi-square = 68.8 df .4
Gamma = 0. 48
Significant at . 05

Chi - square = 49.1 df. 4
Ganma = 0.55
Significant at .05

Chi-square = 63.2 df.4
Gamma = 0.2 5
Significant at .05

00
N
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Table 19 .

No response and "don't know" groups versus those who responded for intended destination by fathers' education and
religion for the rural, urban and metropolitan students
Rura l

No

res~onse

Urban

Metro

and "don't know" groups

Fathers' education
Less than H.S.
H.S.
Call ege
TOTAL

2.0%
35 .6
44.3
100.0
( 194)

12. 1%
36 . 2
51.7
100.0
( 116)

7.6%
21.8
70.6
100 . 0
( 119)

Religion
LOS
Non-LOS
TOTAL

82.9%
17. 1
100 .0
(299)

80 . 5%
19 . 5
100 .0
( 169)

67 . 7%
32 . 3
100.0
(155)

Those who responded
Fathers' education
Less than H.S.
H.S.
College
TOTAL

18 .5%
45.9
35 . 6
100 .0
( 449)

15.0%
38.6
46.4
100 .0
( 332)

7. 2%
29 .6
63.2
100 .0
(608)

Religion
LOS
Non-LOS
TOTAL

90.2%
9.8
100.0
(634)

88.1%
11.9
100.0
(447)

81 . 0%
19.0%
100.0
(747)
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Actually, two questions are asked about the students' intended pl ace
of destination, one right after graduation, the other for the remainder of
the students' 1ives.
Question
Most students seem to have several places in mind in which
they might live after graduatio n. Pl ease complete the chart
be l ow about the places in which you are most l ikely to live
after graduation.
In the above quest i on, reasons for preferring the place are asked.
Question 7
Where do you think you are most likely to live most of the
remainder of your life?
City___ ___

State_ _ _ __

As the students' intended plice of destination camPs from Question 7,
the reason to move, answered in Question 5, may be different from the
reason to move in Quest ion 7.

The reason to move for the remainder of

the students' life was not asked in the original questionnaire.
These two questions were combined so that the reason to move could
be analyzed.

It is a report on only a portion of the sample for which

data are available. ·That is, on ly tho se students giving the same name of
intended destination were utilized for this purpose.

It is expected that

a relat i vely definite intended place of residence might be given by
doing t hi s.
The students' reason to move was grouped with familial, educational,
recreational, and occupationa l categories.
near parents, relatives, friends, or spouse.
go to schoo l .

Famil i al reason means to be
Educational reason mean s to

Recreational reason to have a better recreational or enter-

tainment opportunity or climate.

Occupational reason indicates such reason

related with job, or earning the best money from a job.
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The relationship between intended distance and reason to move is
illu stra ted in Table 20.

It has been found that 32.5 percent of the

rural students with intended pl ace of destination wish to move for
famil i al reasons.

Thi s percentage i s 42.8 for urban students, and 44.9

for metropo litan students.

It i s indi cated that rural s tudents are

least likely to intend to move for familial reasons compared to urban
and metropo litan students.
Of the rural students, 21.6 percent intend to move for educational
reasons.
dents.

Th i s percentage i s 18. 1 for urban and 14. 3 for metropo li ta n stu It is indicated that rural s tudents are most li ke l y to intend to

move for educatio na l r easo ns, which implies that educational reasons are
more importa nt for rural students in determining to move than other students.
Percen t ages of those intending to move for recreational reasons are
40.5 for rural, 33.6 for urban, and 36.6 for metropolitan stud ents.
Rural stude nts are more li ke l y to intend to move for recreat i onal reasons that urban and me tropolitan students .
With reference to occupat i onal reasons, 5.4 percent of the rural
st udents intend to move for this reason .

This percentage i s 5.5 for

urban and 4.2 for metropo litan students .

The re l at ion ship s examined in this chapter are shown with their
degrees of associa tion in Tab l e 21.

Out of 15 independent variables,

onl y community evaluation, interperso nal relations, community sat i sfa ct ion and re li gion are s ignifi ca ntl y related f or students in th e rural,
urban and metro politan areas of the s tate.
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Tab l e 20 .

Intended distance by reason to move for rura 1 , urban , and
met ropo l itan students
Ru ra l
Reason t o move

Inte nded
di stance
Same commun ity
Within-co unty
l'it hi n- state
Cont i guous states
No n- cont i guou s states
TOTAL

Fam i 1i al

Educati onal

Recreati onal

Occ upat ional

30 . 3
16. 0
41. 7
6. 9
5. 1
100.0
( 175)

35.3
14.7
37 .1
6.9
6.0
100.0
( 11 6)

25.7
0.9
63.8
4. 6
5.0
100.0
(2 18)

44 .8
17.2
20 . 7
10.3
6. 9
100 . 0
(29)

52 . 2
2. 9
23.2
8.7
13. 0
100 . 0
(69)

42. 2
0.8
39. 1
5. 5
12. 5
100.0
( 128)

47 . 6
0. 0
38. 1
4.8
9.5
100.0
(2 1)

42.7
111 . 6
21. 3
6. 7
14.6
100.0
(89)

53 .1
1. 8
25 . 9
5. 7
13.6
100 .0
(228)

50 . 0
7.7
15. 4
7. 7
19.2
100.0
(26)

(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

Urban
Same c0mmun ity
lJithin- county
Within - state
Contiguou s states
No n- contiguou s state s
TOTAL

63 .2
3. 7
17. 8

7.4
8.0
100 . 0
( 163)

Metro
Same community
Wit hin -county
:•ith i n- state
Contiguous states
Non - contiguous states
TOTAL

63 . 9
9. 6
16.8
4.6
5. 0
100 . 0
(280)
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Table 21.

Independent variables signifi cant ly related with intended
distance and degrees of associat ion measu red as Gamma for
the rural, urban, an d metropolitan students*

Indepe ndent variables

Rural

Urban

Father's educational status

-0. 123

Father's occupation
Occupational aspiration

f1etro

0.24
-0.24

Occupational orientation
Sex

0.2

Race

0.4

Parent's status

0.18

Family cohesion

-0.16
0.38

0.06

0.16

Community eva luation

0. 14

0.27

0.38

Interpersonal relations

0.115

0.2

0.35

Participation

0.07

Number of past moves
Parent's l ength of residence

0.19
-0 .2

0.4
-0.38

Community satisfaction

0.28

0.47

0.41

Religion

0.48

0.55

0.25

*Empty cells without Gamma statistics mean not significant relationships
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It can be said that these four independent variables indicate various
aspects of community life.

This points out that the religious and socio-

psychological factors which students have in their community environment
are more important than the other independent variables in their decision
to migrate a certain distance when their place of residence is considered.
This fact also indicates that important push or pull factors related to how far they intend to move for the rest of their lives are
found from the students' community of origin rather than from other
socio-economic variables surrounding them.
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CHAPTER V
SUMMARY AND CONC LUSION
This study has investiga ted the re l ationship between the di sta nce
between the place where yo uth were living at the ti me of graduation from
high school and the place where they intend to spe nd the most of the rest
of their lives.

A key finding of the research was that rural yout h were

more likely to intend to leave their present co unty of residence than
were urban or metropolitan yout h.

However, the metropolita n and urban

youth were more likely to intend to move to another state, and thereby
their movement wou ld be a greater distance than the movements of rural
youth.

Of the 15 independent variables, on ly commun ity eva lu atio n, inter-

personal relations, community satisfaction and religion were significantl y
related to intended distance for rural, urban, and metropo li tan youth.
The subgroups most likely to intend to leave Utah, with respect to each
of the four variabl es, were (1) those eva luating the community most
negatively, (2) those with the most dissatisfaction with their interpersonal relationships, (3) those least sat i sfi ed wi th the community and
(4) non-Mormons.

Other variables were related to the distance the grad-

uating seniors intended to move for particular sec tors of residence.
The ma i n foci of this study were:
1.

To in vest igate the distribution of intended places of residence

among distance categor i es in order to determine if great distance impeded migration.
2.

To investigate the relationship between intended distance and 15

socio-economic variab l es .
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These two problems were examined with the differentiation of rural,
urban, and metropolitan students, assuming that each of these categories
played different roles in influencing the decision-making system of migration process.
The method of survey research with the administered questionnaire
was utilized.

The population of this study was the total male and female

senior students in public high schools in Utah during the academic year
of 1975 .

It was found that 73.0 percent of them gave an answer for the

place of intended destination for the remainder of their lives .
A descriptive explanation concerning the total sample was that 47.3
percent of those with intended place of destination wished to stay in the
present community, while 32.0 percent of them intend to move within-state
boundary .
Among those with intended place of destination, it was found that 86
percent of the students intend to move within the State of Utah, while
only 14 percent of them intend to move to other states.
This indicates that state-boundary has an important meaning and that
the streams of migration may be studied effectively with the dichotomy of
within-state and out-of-state category.

When students with intended place

of destination were divided with rural, urban, and metropolitan students
separately, it was found that the percentage of rural students intending
to stay in the same community is lower than that of urban and metropolitan students.
The percentage of rural students intending to move within-county and
within-state was found to be much higher than that of urban and metropolitan students .

With regard to the categories of contiguous-states and

non-contiguous states, percentages of rural, urban and metropolitan stu-
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dents ranged from 11 to 15.

This very relationship between intended dis-

tance and the categories of rural, urban, and metropolitan students was
found to have strongly negative association with -0.21 as its Gamma.
It was indicated that rural students are more likely to intend to
move a farther distance compared to the urban and metropolitan students,
and the metropolitan students are more likely to intend to move a shorter
distance than the rural and urban students.
The strongly negative association between the student's intended distance and levels of urbanization in the place of origin indicated that the
rural area has more expulsive factors than urban and metropolitan areas.
The metropolitan area is found to have more attractive factors compared
to rural and urban areas for the potential migrants.
Out of 15 independent variables, it was found that community evaluation, interpersonal relations, community satisfaction, and religion are
significantly related to rural, urban, and metropolitan students.
It was indicated that students' religion, and such factors related
with their community lives, are more deeply related to the main focus of
this study than the other variables.
Among the above independent variables, the father's educational status,
occupational aspiration, and parents' length of residence were negatively
related with the dependent variable.

An important indication from this

fact is that intended distance has a different meaning when the levels of
urbanization in the place of origin is considered.
Even if distance of migration is "omnipresent" in Lee's theory as
the most important intervening obstacle, the level of urbanization of
origin may command different significance of distance.
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It was found that there were more differences than simil ar iti es i n
the s ignificance of the independe nt varia ble s when t he rural, urban, and
metropol i tan categor i es of res i dence were considered.

This indicates that

the differe nt character i st i cs between the rural, urban, and met ropolitan
area s as distin ct soc ia l categories must be s tudied comprehensivel y.
A com plete st udy of the mi gr at i on process focu s ing the decisionmak ing system mus t include var i ous aspects of socio-economic and personalpsycho l ogical factors .

These factors may be great in number and almo st

imposs i ble to be compre hensive l y covered i n a s ingl e s tudy .
The essentia l focu s of thi s study, intended di sta nce , s hould be
clearly differentiated from actua l di sta nc e of move as mi grat ion inten tion s hould be cl early differentiated from the actua l stream of migration.
As th i s study dealt with the prelimi nary stage of mi grat ion, the fol l owup study with exac tly the same problems as thi s study wil l be greatl y
co ntributory in assessi ng it as a who l e and illuminating a wide area of
further research re l ated with this study.
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